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Also, a bill (H. BR. 10728) for the relief of the heirs of William
Bailey, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10729) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs,
Polly Callahan, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to
the Committee on War Claims.

Also, m bill (H. R. 10730) for the relief of the heirs of Wil-
liam M. Kimmons, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10731) for the relief of heirs of Mrs. Susan
L. Bailey, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10732) for the relief of the heirs of J. B.
Fuller, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10733) for the relief of the heirs of Abra-
ham Jones—to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10734) for the relief of the heirs of W. E.
Tomlinson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10735) for the relief of the heirs of W. T.
Eason, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10736) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs.
Louisa Ragsdale—to the Commitiee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10737) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs.
M. A. Allen—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10738) for the relief of the heirs of John
Parham, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10739) for the relief of heirs of Joseph
A. Brunson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10740) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas
Ingram, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10741) for the relief of heirs of John
Housten, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10742) for the relief of heirs of Durant
Lane Tyer, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10743) for the relief of heirs of Sidney
Dean, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10744) for the relief of heirs of Robert W.
Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10745) for the relief of the heirs of Charles
T. Alexander and Jane B. Alexander, deceased—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10746) for the relief of the heirs of John
Carruth, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (II. R. 10747) for the relief of the heirs of John
. McGehee, deceased, late of De Soto County, Miss.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10748) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel
Scott, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10749) for the relief of the heirs or legal
representatives of A. M, Rayburn, deceased—to the Committee

“on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. IRk, 10750) for the relief of the heirs of Mrs.
Charity Clements, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10751) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy

" Baker, deceased, of Senatobia, Miss—to the Committee on War
Claims."

Also, a bill (H. R. 10752) for the relief of the heirs of John
D. Martin, deceased, late of Marshall County, Miss.—to the
Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10753) for the
relief of Kate Oakes Smith—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10754) granting an increase of pension to
Phillip Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10755) granting an increase of pension to
James G. Durham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’'s desk and referred as follows:

By Mr., AUSTIN: Petition of Golden Rule Council, No. 131,
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Tennessee, favor-
ing an exclusion law against all Asiatics to the United States
and possessions of the same—to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs.

By Mr. BYRNS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Au-
gustus Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CONRY : Petition of Publishers' Association of Amer-
ica, favoring free pulp—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Charles N, Prouty, favoring free hides—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of International Gem Company, of New York,
favoring moderate duty on gems—to the Committee on Ways
and Means,

Also, petitions of American Newspaper Publishers' Associa-
tion and Butterick Publishing Company, favoring free pulp—to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Darling & Co., of Long Island City, N, Y.,
for reduction of duty on glue—to the Committee on Ways and

Means.

Also, petition of Farm Life, of Chicago, Ill., favoring free
lumber—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Hall & Ruckel, of New York, favoring reduc-
tion of duty on soda ash—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of National Association of Lithographers of
America, favoring duty on postal cards and lithographs—to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of New York Silk Conditioning Works, favoring
g}vislon of schedule on wool—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

Also, petition of Isaac Prouty & Co., of Spencer, Mass,, for free
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Powers & Moyer, of New York, favoring duty
on precious stones—to the Committee on Ways and Means,

Also, petition of Standard Fashion Company, of New York,
favoring free pulp—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

Also, petition of Thomas & Thompson, of Baltimore, Md.,
iffworlng duty on sheep dips—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr. DODDS: Petition of citizens of Trupant, Mich.,
gignlnst a duty on tea and coffee—to the Committee on Ways and

eans,

By Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
James Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of J. F. Steward, of the International Harvester
Company, favoring section 41 of the original Payne bill, con-
cerning patents issued to nonresidents—to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. HAMLIN: Papers to accompany bills for relief of
Samuel P. Kinkert, John T. Broke, Miss Fay Milligan, Oscar
M. Peck, and Thomas Braswell—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HANNA: Petition of citizens of North Dakota,
against any parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr, HAYES: Papers to accompany bills for relief of
Martha J. Hill and Michael Burns—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Jo-
sephine McGuire—to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of
James Hatfield—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROBERTS: Petition of citizens of Massachusetts,
favoring reduction of tariff on wheat to not over 10 cents per
bushel—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of citizens of West Virginia,
asking increase of pensions of survivors of Mexican and civil
wars to $25 per month, and pensions of widows to $20 per
month; for payment of pensions monthly and through postal
savings banks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.

Tuespay, June 15, 1909.

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m.
Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D, D.,, of the city of
‘Washington.
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.
FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica-
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting certified copies of the findings of fact filed by the court
in the following eauses:

In the cause of Fannie B. Stothard, widow of Thomas Stot-
hard, v. United States (8. Doc, No. 96) ;

In the cause of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church of
Athens, Ala., v. United States (8. Doc. No. 92) ;

In the cause of the frustees of the Eudora Baptist Chureh, of
White Station, Tenn., v. United States (8. Doec. No. 97) ;

In the cause of William Halloran v. United States (8. Doc
No. 95) ;

In lhe cause of Louis V. Metoyer, administrator of estate of
Theophile Metoyer, deceased, v. United States (8. Doec. No. 4) ;

In the cause of the vestry of 8t. Thomas's Protestant Episco-
pal Chureh, of Hancock, Md., v. United-States (8. Doc. No, 90) ;
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In the cause of St, Paul's Protestant Episcopal Church, of
Chattanooga, Tenn., v. United States (8. Doc. No. 91) ; and

In the eause of Andrew J. Meade v. United States (8. Doec.
No. 93).

The foregoing causes were, with the accompanying papers,
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed.

PETITIORS AND MEMORIALS.

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Helena
Commercial Club, of Helena, Mont., praying for the enactment
of legislation giving power to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission to suspend the taking effect of proposed advances in
existing rates, etc., which was referred to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Helena Commercial Club,
of Helena, Mont.,, praying that an appropriation be made to
enable the Interstate Commerce Commission to make valua-
tions of all railroad property in the country, which was
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr. SCOTT presented memorials of sundry citizens of West
Virginia and Ohio, remonstrating against the imposition of a
duty on feldspar, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BRISTOW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Kan-
sas City, Kans.,, praying for a reduction of the duty on raw
and refined sugars, which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of the Warren M. Crosby Com-
pany, of Topeka, Kans., remonstrating against any increase of
the duty on gloves above those provided for in the pending
tariff bill, ete.,, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kansas,
praying for the removal of the duty on hides, which was
ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. BURTON presented a petition of the city council of
Cleveland, Ohio, praying that crude asphalt be placed on the
free list, which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the National Refining Com-
pany, a corporation in the State of Ohio, praying that an ad
valorem tax of not less than 50 per cent be placed upon all
crude oil and products imported into the United States, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. DEPEW presented a memorial of members of the Evening
Mail chapel, stereotype department, of New York City, N. Y.,
and a memorial of members of the New York World chapel,
electrotype department, of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating
against the inclusion in the new tariff bill of any duty on news
‘{Jrlilllt paper or wood pulp, which were ordered to lie on the
able.

Mr. ROOT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Rochester,
Melrose, Bath, Gorham, Mount Morris, Canandaigua, Middle-
sex, Rushville, Penn Yan, Elmira, Murray, Wolcott, Benton,
Auburn, Alabama, Batavia, Seneca Falls, Buffalo, Pavilion,
Dresden, Victor, Halls Corners, Holley, Troy, Urbania, Syra-
cuse, Stanley, Phelps, Fleming, Hammondsport, Dansville,
Geneva, Waterloo, Italy, Romulus, Oakfield, Akron, Medina,
and Brockport, all in the State of New York, praying that a pro-
tective duty be placed on foreign-oil productions, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. GUGGENHEIM :

A bill (8. 2616) granting an increase of pension to George
A. Hamilton ; and

A bill (8. 2617) granting an increase of pension to John Otto;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WARNER:

A Dbill (8. 2618) granting a pension to John Ammerman
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2619) granting an increase of pension to Henry W.
Thieman (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 2620) granting a pension to Joseph R. Allred (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL.

Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table and be

rinted.
¥ Mr. NELSON suobmitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equal-
ize duties, and encourage the industries of the United States,
and for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table
and be printed.

THE AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE.

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that 2,000 copies of Senate Docu-
ment No. 225, Sixtieth Congress, first session, entitled * De-
velopment of the American Ocean Mail Service and American
Comnerce,” together with a brief additional paper, be printed
as a document for the use of the Senate document room. It
is a document that is being constantly called for and is out of
print.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
THE SUGAR TRUST.

Mr. BORAH. I have an article, appearing in the New York
Times of June 13, relative to the sugar trust’s loan deal with
the Pennsylvania Sugar Refining Company. I move that it be
printed as a document (8. Doe. No. 87, pt. 2).

The motion was agreed to.

THE TARIFF.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed
and the first bill on the calendar will be proceeded with.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

Aldrich Chamberlain e Oliver

con Clapp Gallinger Overman
Beveridge Clay Guggenheim Page
Borah Crane Hughes Paynter
Brandegee Crawford Johnson, N, Dak, Penrose
Briges Cullom Johnston, Ala. Perkins
Bristow Cummins Jones Piles
Brown Davis Kean Root
Bulkeley Dick La Follette Scott
Burkett Dillingham Lodge moot
Burnham Dolliver McCumber Sutherland
Burrows Fletcher MecLaurin Taliaferro
Burton Flint Martin Tillman
Carter Foster Nixon ‘Warner

Mr. PAYNTER. I desire to announce that my colleague

[Mr. BraprLey] was ill last night and is ill to-day. Hence he
could not attend the session last night and he will not be able
to be here to-day.

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been requested to announce that
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. StepHENSON] is detained by
illness in his family.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered
to the roll call. A quorum of the Senate is present.

Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President, I will detain the Senate
but a very few moments this morning, to conclude the remarks
which I had prepared and was not able to finigh at the time of
the adjournment of the Senate last night.

I was endeavoring to impress upon Senators the position of
the tobacco industry, particularly in the Philippine Islands.
My remarks, and my quotations from the report of the Philip-
pine Commission, the Secretary of War, and the Collector of
Internal Revenue I might supplement by very extended quota-
tions from the governors of the various provinces in which the
tobacco industry especially is carried on, but it would only be
accomulating the evidence which I have striven to present to
show that the tobacco of the Philippine Islands is to-day actu-
ally unfitted for the American market, in addition to the fact
that the tobacco is not of that character which, up to the present
time, at least, has acquired favor in this country.

I wish to read one or two quotations from the report of the
collector of internal revenue of the Philippine Islands in regard
to this industry. This is on page 226 of the Annual Report of
the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905,
Volume XIII, being the report of the Philippine Commission,
part 4:

In the districts where tobacco cultivation has been carried on for
iy;eam;. no one should be contented with the results obtained, but should
¥ constant experimentation with new seed and improved cultivation
endeavor to improve the quality of the crop. Here in the Philippines
it 15 commonly stated that the tobacco grown to-day Is inferior to that
formerly grown. This is greatly to be regretted, and it should be the
especial effort of every %lanter to produce tobacco, mot equal to that
grown a few years ago, but far superior to the finest crops that were
ever harvested. The tobacco markets of the world willingly pay, and

y well, too, for tobacco of a superior quality, whether it i; to be used
or cigars, cigarettes, or manufacturing purposes. The trade does not
png; well for common tobacco, for anyone can grow coarse, common
tobacco of low grade. The quality of the tobacco must be superior to
that formerly grown to command a good l)]rice. for tobacco consumers

are becoming more fastidious and constantly demand better goods for
their monev,




3228

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 15,

The author is of the oplnion that the PthFplne Islnnds can and
ghould produce cigar-filler tobacco that e%ua finest
product of the famous Vuelta Aha%v district ot n.nd a. cigar

wrapper egual to Sumatra tobacco ith careful lttentlon to soll and
climatic conditions, it is belleved districts can be found that will raise
tobacco simlilar ln flavor and aroma to that grown m the best districts
ot Turkey. results can only be obtained, however, by persistent,
l.l.llﬁent weIl-dJrecmd efforts on the part of the planfer. :
€ ppintee g mtl ltn?y tl'll..ll tio shcimld. i %

very T Of COmpan; n cultivation strive t
place ip on the high sun)(rlsrd it deserves, v

In his report, one of the provlslonal governors in the island
of Cagayan writes as follows:

The principal source of wealth and revenues of the province ls tn

\':ooEI from whlch business nearly all of the pueblos derive
even ere the plant is not cultivated, as, for en.mple the pu
Gattaran and -loe, because the,

needed for this article to others pi ppt?;ba
In another place: .

Another contributory cause of the evil from which the tobacco busi-
ness suffers is the internal-revenue tax—

Not the customs duty, but the internal-revenue tax—
that, excessively increasing the

in the

In the island of Isabela, another province where tobacco is
raised in large quantities, the governor reports:

Tobacco is the
raises more and goal!}trt;mpmbihnt g
Great fears are entertained Isiy
revenue law, but as its provisions are being explained and understood
the objections are dl-B:ll?Deal‘ There are no mnutactortes of any
kind in this province, the tob being shipped to Man!

But I will not prolong the reading of these reports. They are
all of a similar character, indicating that, in the mind of the
most intelligent observers of the industries of those islands, it
is the inferior quality of their products that is losing them the
markets of the world, and that their own internal-revenue laws
are interfering more with the production of tobacco on account
of its excessive cost than are the customs duties laid by the
United States.

As a matter of fact, the customs duties of the United States
are all returned to the Philippine Islands for the purposes of
their government, and to-day, with that condition, we have
practically actual free trade, so far as the Government of the
United States is concerned, with the Philippine Islands.

My own view of the matter, as I have studied the question, is
that we had far better, for the benefit of the Filipinos and their
future, put a prohibitory duty on all their products until they
have raised their quality so that they will be fit to enter into
competition with the markets of the United States and the
products of our own industry. We should educate them with
the idea that they can not come into competition with the world
and its markets and its wage-earners until they produce a
quality of goods, either tobacco or sugar or anything else, that
warrants entering into that competition.

I believe to-day, Mr. President, that the Filipinos ean prob-
ably receive no benefits from this proposed legislation, and that
the only benefit which can accrue, if any accrue, will be to the
large manufacturing tobacco industries and the five or six large
tobacco companies and cigar manufacturers of the city of
Manila, who to-day fix the price in the rural districts of all the
commodities for which we are legislating. But let us educate
them first not only in their schools, but in their agricultural
industries, with the idea, as I have said before, that it is the
quality of goods that they put upon the market which produces
a market for the goods themselves, and that a poor quality of
goods will never find a market in the United States of America.
* The only benefits, to my mind, that can acerue to anyone from
free trade in the principal products of the Philippines, especially
in tobacco, are to the two or three large companies located in
Manila who control very largely the dealings with the producers
as well as the exportation of the manufactured products. The
producers of tobacco are limited in number, and the tobacco-
producing Iands are located largely in the valleys of the islands
I have heretofore named ; their land holdings are small, gener-
ally about a single acre, and their product is traded for mer-
chandise almost exclusively with Chinese dealers, fairly to be
presumed in the interest of the Manila companies; it is pos-
sible, of course, that with the advent of free trade, even to a
limited extent in the greater productions of the islands, that
the great corporations of our own country may see another
opportunity for the development of their varied interests,

On behalf of the tobacco industry of this country, and par-
ticularly of my own State, for which I speak here to-day, and

export, and this province
any other province in thg island.
the people in regard to the internal-

representing, I believe, the views of the growers of leaf and
wrapper tobacco and manufacturers engaged in its use, I ask
you to give due consideration to this section before permitting
it to be enacted into law.

I ask to have inserted as a part of my remarks, without read-
ing, sundry letters and petitions from individuals and trade
unions, which I now send to the desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission i=
granted.

The matter referred to is as follows:

EAST HARTFORD, CONN., April 21, 1909.
Hon. Morgaxy G. BrLk

United States Senate. #aamwm D. .

My Dear Sik: Inclosed {h: will find a coEy of resolutions recently
by the tors of ew England Tobaceo Growers' Associa-
ch in thmmlvm: speak the sentiment of the New England
tobaeco growers, who number in this vicinity about 5,000, and pro-
ducing, on a safe estimate, about 20,000 acres of atypeotmeges

SOk Fitls producs 1s the mencyed in the Connecticut Vall
s produ & mone [ grown in nnecticu ey in
the Smtee of Conmecticut and mmhusetts. and our growers gaﬂ
expended u}s sums of money to develop the finest tobacco for cigat
gg there are thomsands of dollars invested in the in-
stry. and we fi that if any ot the Phiiipptne tobacco should get
to this country ﬂml: t would be a deathblow to the to-

bl.eoo England.

s ln New
ines to-day are not developed, but

that they have climatic and soil conditions favorable to produce a type
Sumatra goods which now have a
canes wrapper Sude fn ths commtry,

esent p 8

to develupwdand with the cheap
usiness, and then demand entire free

trade, thus de vernment of any revenue whatever on
wrapper to as, this would naturally supersede the tobacco now
co into bond as grown in Sumatra.
We ask that you use your best influence to defend our industry and
defeat ;he re as pre
ours, trul

K ACKLEY,
Secretary pro tempors New England Tobacco Gra-u:e‘rs’ Association.

[From CoONGRESSIONAL REcCOrRD, April 27, 1900.]

HARTFORD, CONN., April 20, 1909.
At a meeting of the directors of the New England Tohmo Growers‘
Aszzociation the following resolutions were r.u:.tmImm.l;l{er
Whereas the prmnt tarif measure which is now ore tha Uulted
States Senate, known as the *“ Payne bill,” is a m to
growing industry of the New En Stntes on account ot allowin,
certatn portion of the roduct &pm Islands to enter
ntry rree of dnw. e tobacco growers of the
United tes to enter in tlon with the cheap labor of the

\#hems we belleve that If the present tarlff measure now before

Congress becomes a law that part of the bill which relates to_the free
entry of the Phjli%plne tobacco will be used as an antering wedge for a
gr?ter guantity to come Into this country free of duty in near
i ure.

Whereas we, the (‘lirectm:s of the New England Tobacco Growers' As-

former action on and strennously ob; measure in

the proposed tari Er.h I:.tl.rﬁct e producers
Resolved, That m- !Ilu'cns L. B’lorl! P {

Tariffville, Conn., are here

sociation and t.ha Connecticut tobacco, ntrtmgly reiterate our

f leaf tobacco ln

# o h G. l(lh:he!son, of
rawmnt

duly a.ppomted as %&
the New England Tobaceo Growers' tion at nhlngto
- and are requested to use every honorahle means in their power to defai
this pro

posed tion ;

Reaolved, That we ruuy concur in any action which they may take in
our behalf; be it further

Reaolusd That we, the directors of the New England Tobacco Grow-
ers’ Association, appreciate the efforts which have been made by our
Senators and Congressmen to protect our interests, and that it is
the sense of this meeting that a copy of the above resolutions be for-
warded to them.

The above is a true copy.

Attest :

W. K. ACckLEY,
Recretary pro tempore New England Tobacco Growers’ Association.

NortH BLoOMFIELD, CONN., April 8, 1909.

Senator Morcax G. Brt.lmhmr,
ashington, D. C.
D:-:n Sir: I inclose cﬂpy of resolutions adopted by the Connecticut
gy dL:eaf Tobacco Board of Trade at a meeting held April 6 at
Hnr ‘or

Tobacco men in general, both farmers and dealers, feel that any
tobacco admitted free into this country from the Phili e Islands,
no matter how small a guantity, serves as an entering wedge to develop
the industry in the islands, thus making one more mmpetltor for the
tobacco grower.

Connecucut tobacco now costs about 12 cents per und in the
bundle; and by the government report, from 1901 to 1906, inclusive,
the average grlee of tobacco in the bundle was about 168 cents per
pound ; and if the crops of 1907 and 1908 were ineluded in this aver-
age, it would have figured between 14 cents and 15 cents per pound
in the bundle; so you will easlly see that the farmer, even at the
present protection is not making an exorbitant profit.

Thanking you in advance for anything you may be able to do for us,

Yours, very traly,

TaE CONNECTICUT VALLEY
Lear Tosacco Boarp oF TRADE,
F. B. GrirriN, Recretary.
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Resolutions.
Resolved, That we are opposed to that part of the Payne tariff bill
that provides for the free entry into the United States ot’cl;,m.in aan-

p q
titles of Philippine leaf tobacco and cigars, and we further protest
against any change whatever in the present rate of duty on leaf tobacco
as provided for in the Dingley bill

Resolved further, That a copy of these resolutions be sent to each
of our Representatives and Senators, with the uest that they use
every honorable means to defeat that part of the Payne bill that pro-
v{iﬁes for the free entry into this country of Philippine tobacco and
cigars.

[From CONGRESSIONAL REcorp, May 18, 1009.]
MIDDLETOWN, CONN., April 29, 1909.
Hon. MorGAN G. BULKELEY,

Eartfnni, Conn.

Dear Sir: We the undersigned citizens of Middletown, Conn., being

employed in the ctPnr industry, do vigorously protest against the free
admittanee of Phil 95 ine mnutactnrecf cigars in any quantity.
Ince October, 1907, the ¢ Fa.r industry, owing to the general depres-
slon in business, has seriously suffered.” We believe that if the cigar
I ess received any additional impairment a %ood percentage of the
ciﬁar makers in this country would have to gve up their trade, in
which they served three long years' agprentieea ;.E and be forced to go
into competition with the cheaper pald and less illed laborers.

We protest aﬁainst betng!pi against oriental labor in our struggle
for existence, We hold that no amount of legislation on the part of
the Congé:esg of the United States ean or ever will lift the Filipinos to
our standard. :

We respectfully call your attention to the fact that while the Fili-
pino lives in a country where clothing, shoes, and warm houses are
unnecessary, we live in a climate which necessitates these protections
for our bodies, and we have t::_tgay American prices for them. Again,
we _can not live on 6 cents’ wo of rice a day.

For these reasons we beg of you to use your voice and vote against

enactment of any bill provi for free trade in Philippine ¢ 8.

Respectfully, yours,
Chas. Anderson, E. B. Convey, Charles Twenty, J. F.
Richey, J. J. Convey, Chas. H. Smith, Charles P.
Abbey, Btephen Bpaw, Daniel Robert Convey, Bruno
Dalie Jas. Daly,” Jas, W. Convey, Willlam huhrer,
L. k'ﬂ John C. Graham, Frank E. Conveﬁ,_ Fred-
rick J. Rouche, James A. Dunn, John Hill
Jack 8. Vialette, John J. Smithwick, Edmond
Fitzgibbons, Jo T. Barry, Wm. O'Donnell, Hum-
hrey O'Connor, John Cushing, John Anderson, Gus

New YoRE, May 1, 1909,
Hon. MorGAN G. BULEELEY,
United States Senate.

Dear Sik: In connection with B. J. Howard and A. J. Ensign, of
East Hariford, I have been engaged for thirty years in packing and
bui‘lt’:u Connecticut tobacco.

e experience 1 have galned In all these years enables me to fully
understand the difficulties the Connecticut grower is laboring
Owing to a ch climate, Connecticut will only produce three
wrapper crops du a period of ten years. The seven off years will
produce only a binder croft. which, lx.k.l.ngm?a seven years ther,
will hardly pay the cost of production, rding to my cal tion,
the average receipts per acre during a cycle of ten years, yield about
$200 per acre. ainst this result st an outlay for fertilizers of
$80 to $100, labor $65, leaving a margin of $35 to pay for interest on
investment and taxes. This Is exactly the position in which the Con-
necticut tobacco ’meer stands, and unless he has acreage enough to
ralse a variety of crops, which many tobaceo farmers have not got, he
simply works year in and year out for a bare living.

hy, then, en that existence still further by the free admission
of 300,000,000 s, 3,000,000 pounds of filler, 300,000 pounds of
wrapper tobaceo from the P ines?

The cigars alone will reduce the domestic manufacture by just that

many, and what is still worse, they may be covered with a Sumatra

wrapper, for which the Philippine manufacturer pays 22 ecents per
pound duty, whilst American manufacturers have to $1.85 per
pound duty. There is absolutely no or equi that garopcr
sition, and, after all, the only beneficlary in the ma would the

tobacco trust. They are ready to gobble up the whole free-entry ma-
terial, dump it into this country, and sell through the hundreds of
their stores to the consumer. As the illustrions Representative of the
great State of Connecticut, the o ator of the Monumental Bridge
over the Connecticut River, I ap to you to stand out for the best
interest of the Connecticut tobacco grower when the Philippine clause
of the new tariff comes up in the Senate.
ha\;g the honor to be, ﬂaéﬂ.
ours, very respec Y
F. ANTHAUSER
21} Pearl Street, New York.
OLps & WHIPPLE,
Hartford, Conn., March 31, 1909.
Hon. MorcaN G. BULKELEY,

Washington, D. C.

Dear 8Sir: Your kind letter of March 22 duly recelved, also mlg of
the new tariff bill which yon kindly mailed us. The tariff bill re {lg
to tobacco is the ome that interests us the most and the bill in whi
we are directly interested.

We have il:en this matter a great deal of careful thought, and we
believe it to for the best interests of all the tobacco-growing districts
of the United States to have the tariff on tobacco remain as it is at
the present time; and, also, this includes our relations with the Philip-

ine Islands.
¥ It hardly seems a fair proposition to the farmer in the United States
who pays from $1.050 to $2 per day for ordinary farm labor to be com-
)ellﬂ? to sell his products on a par with the products of the Philippine
slands, produced where, we understand, the price paid for labor is
from 8 cents to 12 cents per day.

We understand it is the wish of at least a portion of the Filipinos
to have the tariff on tobacco remain the same as at %resent: that the
do not wish any change made in the tariff with the United States.
this is true, nng the farmers of the United Btates do not desire it, why
should there be any change from the present tariff rate?

under,

Personally we would prefer to have the tarif on all grades of tobacco
and our relations with the Philippine Islands remain the same as at
regent. We think when the i legislation is settled that the to-
cco business will resume its normal conditions in a shorter period
if it is erally known that the tariff rates and conditions will all
remain emmeasinthe&ut. If any changes are made, it take
a longer period, in our opinion, for the trade to adapt itself to those
conditions, and we do not believe will result in the best good to all
partles,rboth wers and dealers in leaf tobacco.
ours,

Orps & WHIFFLE,

Per F. H. WHIPPLE.

s

THE EETcHIN & HAYES ToBacco CORPORATION,
Tariffville, Conn., March 31, 1903.
Benator MorGAN (. BULKELEY,

Washington, D. C.
'Egitm ?ﬁ: :bi‘ﬁ'e are p{sﬁsﬁﬁ tl(.,[ ha;e a chang: to s?.y loux!' l.tt]l‘ilet mit:t lre—
ng presen r. PAYNE, and particularly that portion
ft:.lrchlng free admission of i'h.llippine tobacco to the United States we
are very much opposed to.

We are very much opposed to admiiting any tobacco from the Philip-
pine Islands at less duty than from any other country.

We have spent a great deal of money in trying to grow a very su-

rior tobacco in the Connecticut Valley, and we believe that which we

ve accomplished other States can accomplish. The great nse in-
curred by us in the line of tobacco experimentation should receive some
reward. TUntil now we have received the moral sup of the Govern-
ment and, as our hopes are about to be fully realized, we find that su
g:rt sllppinﬁ from under our feet and we feel there is danger of
ing dashed to earth on the tobacco question.

The sitnation from our point of view is this: Assu that in a year
or two the Ameriean acco Company or some Dutech company will
have every available spot on the Philippines covered with tobacco, and
assum!ng that every pound of this tobaceo will reach the United States
free of duty, we then find a competitor who will bother us con-
siderabl he does not absolutely put us out of business, and our
reason for this assumption is the fine point of distinguishing between
imported filler and wrapper tobaccos. The matter of determining the
per cent of wrappers in a bale of fillers is indeed an art, and the rela-

tion is so close that it gives the inspector or customs-house officer an
f.bsflutel free hand. For vl;!& examples of this little game, we need
ock no .

urther than Ta.mpni,
Under conditions now ex g in the Philippines we have no fear,
but with eooly labor backed by American capital and free admission of
tobaeceo to the United States we should have cause to fear.
Thanﬁmsi you for the opportunity of expressing our opinion, we are,
o

respectfully, yours,
f N & HAves ToBacco CORPORATION,
W. M. KercHIN, Secretary and Treasurer.

SurpieLp, Coxx., March 80, 1909.
Hon. M. G. BULKEL

BY,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear SIR: Thro your esteemed favor I recelved a copy of the
proposed new tariff bill, which I looked over v carefully. As for
my I ean not see where the Filipinos will derive any benefit from
the limited importation of mé)per, filler, and cigars, as it would be
possible for any large corporation to produce the entire importatio
and you know a large corporation could deliver the at
ahead of the small in roducer., As for our part (the Connecti-
cut Valley tobacco growers), Government through the rtment of
Agriculture has expended many of dollars In the last nine
ﬁ“s in methods of growing and eu A part of these experiments

ve been carried on under mg genon supervision, having a contract
with the department until 1910 without recompense. Just now we

are nning to reap the benefit of these ments and it d i
seem right to be foreced Into competition with cooly labor whm:
are § commencing to ecreep. we ask Is to be left alone under

the present Dingley rate.
Very ly, yours,
STATE OF CONNECTICUT, GENERAL ASSEMBLY,
Hartford, April §, 1909,

W. 8. PmuxEY.

Hon. MorGAN G. BULKELEY,
United States Benate, Washington, D. O.

My DeAr Sir: In answer to gour inquiry of March 22 ultimo as to
opinion regarding the tariff matter as affecting our Connectient
tobacco industry, I must say that I am most strenuously opposed to
any reduction of the tariff on leaf tobacco or any measures or propo-
sm% that ml have a tendency to destroy our main and nlmos? only

I believe that all Connecticut growers feel, as I do, the absolute
necessity of maintaining our present condition in the leaf market,
mea e have been mduanfv forced by foreign com-
petition to surrender more than 60 per cent of our home marke%nto the
product of slave labor, whose product in no way benefits the consumer
or adds to the quality of the cigar. We are reduced to this absolute
fact that the small farms in the Connecticut tobacco-growing districts
can not exist if competition goes further or prices grow less. Our
domestic com i which there can be nothlng said or done
Is all Connecticut can stand. The product known as “ shade grown,”
produced under syndicate management or by companies or corporations
nfgregs.ung large capital and their immense facilities for production
of the popular and valuable Florida and Georgia leaf, are almost suf-
ficlent P: themselves to destroy the Connecticut Industry—and this is
es lly true of the smaller Yarmers—without the proifuc’t of foreign
solls,

Philippine tobacco coming to this country under a less handica
at present can be ced in the same category as Sumatra. I
consider It at all as experlmental.

I believe that all growers in Connecticut are of this opinion; they
all feel that, without the strongest protection, under the esent
peculiar circumstances, the small grower, at least, must abandon the

than
o not

wing of though his farm may be Inadequate for othep
g::nches of 1'a1':|11|1§:.'_‘.11y
Yours, very f

Epw. B. KixNg,
Member of the General Assembly, January Session, 1909,
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HARTFORD, CONN., April 12, 1909.

EELEY,
Senator, Washington, D. C.

ar mee of Local Union No. 42, of Hartford,
r Ma ' International Union of Ameri
, the undersigned committee was instruct:
to prepare a letter setti forth the views of the members of this
union on the tobacco schedule in the proposed tariff act as submitted
by the Ways and Means Committee to the Congress now in session, as
wage-workers engaged in the manufacture of cigars, an industry rank-
ing twelfth In importance, and also a large contributor toward the ex-
pense of the Government.

We view with apprehension and alarm the attitude of the Ways and
Means Committee in reporting a tobaceo schedule that provides for
even a limlted amount of tobaecco and clgars to enter the home markets
of our coun from the islands of the Philippines on practlcally a free-
‘tirm%a basis, compete, we believe, with an already over-crowded in-

ustry.

Sevs;ral thousands of ci
to this number through

Hon. MorgAN G. BoL
United Stales
DEAR SiR: At a
Conn., a branch of the Cl
held Thursday, April 1, 1

r makers are now out of work, and to add
e admission of evem 150,000,000 cigars per
year from those islands is manifestly unfair to cigar makers and unjust
to employers of labor In this, an overtaxed industry. The w: paid
to us amount to nearly £300,000 ﬁ)er year. Hartford factories pro-
ducing but a small percentage of the total production of the country,
the effect of this proposed measure to further encroach upon our home
markets appears to our members to seriously lessen the opportunity to

secure employment.

Bellevinpg {ﬂ’é industry is threatened by this entering wedge to ulti-
mate free trade with the Philippine Islands, we respectfully request
that you give this letter your serious consideration and to protect the
cigar makers and tobacco growers in preventing the unjust schedule
from Lecoming a part of the general tariff laws of the United States,
and belleving we have made clear to you the effect the adoption of this
gchedule wiﬁ have upon the trade at large, we hope and belleve this
gchedule will not be adopted by Congress mor receive support from the
Connectlcut delegation in Congress.

Hoping to hear from you, We are,

Respectfully, JouN PRINTE,
JouN H. KILLIAN,
G. F. KNEEBUSCH,
J. 8. POWELL,
J. C. KLEB,
Commitiee.
8. BOUTHEINER,
President Cigar Makers® Union No. §2, Hartford, Conn.

HARTFORD, COXN., April 5, 1909.
Hon. MorGAN G. BULKELEY,
United States Renator, Washington, D. C.

My DrAr Sexator: I write to-day upon the subject of the tobacco
gchedule as reported by the Ways and Means Committee to the Congress
of the United States.

As a workingman enga§ed in the industry of cigar making, 1 view
with apprehension and alarm the attitude of the Ways and Means
Committee in reporting a tobacco schedule which provides for a limited
amount of tobacco and cl%ars to enter the home markets of our country
from the islands of the Philippines, on practically a free-trade basis, to
compete seriously, I believe, with an already overcrowded industry.

Several thousands of our members are now out of work, and to add to
this number by the admission of 150,000,000 more cigars per year from
those islands deo;si gottseem to me to be fair treatment toward an

eady overtax ndustry.
a11'111 gur own city of Hartford there are upward of 500 persons em-
ployed in the cigar factorles, to say nothing of those employed in the
tobacco-packing plants. There are dependent upon the output of the
cigar factories between 1,800 and 2,000 people, The wages received
amount to nearly $300,000 per year.

Hartford factorles produci but a small l:ercentase of the total

roduction of the country, and the workers viewing this measure, as they
go, and believing their industry is threatened by this entering wedge
to ultimate free trade with the Philippine Islands, I am impelled to
write you and respectfully request that you give this matter your seri-
ous attention, and to protect the cigar makers and growers of leaf to-
bacco in preventing this unjust schedule from becoming a part of the
general tariff laws of the United States.

Hopiﬁg I make clear to you as we feel about this gquestion, I am,

0!

st sincerely, yours,
SoL. SOUTHEINER,
President Cigar Makers’ Union, Hariford, Conn.

E. A. & W. F. FULLER,
Hartford, Conn., March 25, 1909.
Hon. MorGAN G. BULKELEY,

United States Senate, Washington, D;do.“ el

Desr SExATOR BULKELEY : Your esteem VOor o e 22d instant,
also copy of the new tariff bill, is before me.

My view of that part referring to Philippine tobacco, In its Imme-
diate effect, is the difficulty of falrl{ and honestly apporl;'ioning the dis-
tribution of tobacco and cigars admitted duty free, i. e., what particular
person or firm is to have the benefit of free entry in respect to the
gtated quantity of mgper leaf, filler leaf, and clgars.

To my mind, Ehis whole plan has back of it the tobacco trust, the
y iean Cigar Company.

Ao po:ﬁ?nit?- for crooked work in connection with the bringing fn
of Sumn?:m leaf is something to be reckoned with.

This is an entering wedge, which in the no very distant future will
furnish the present growers of Sumatra leaf a field to produce an almost
unlimited guantity of wrapper leaf for admission free that now pays a
duty of $1.85 per pound.

Yours, very truly, Epw. A. FULLER.

TaE CONXNECTICUT TOBACCO CORPORATION,
Tariffville, Conn., June 3, 1909,
Hon. MorGaN G. BULKELEY,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O.

DEAR SENATOR: Statistics show now that the tobacco trust controls
nmior2 than 70 per cent of the tobacco business of this country. The
annexation of Porto Rico gave them quite an impetus, and the bringi
in from the Philippine Islands any amount of tobacco or cigars free l:ﬁ
duty will fall directly into their hands and give them another step

forward. You can figure out that they have made this wonderful gain
on the tobacco business of this country In the past few years, and in
#pite of all the fighting we can do they seem to continue to make
such iﬁalm;. Now, then, for Congress to to work and open up a
new field for their activities—one that will be so easily controlled by
them—Iit does seem unfair. The strangest part of the whole thing to
us is that while our Federal Government is spending a great deal of
money apparently fighting the trust, they will then, with the other hand,
apparently feed and open up such avenues for trust operations.
Yours, truly,
Marcus L. FLOYD,

Showing attitude of tobacco growers of Pennsylvania, tobacco growers
of Massachusetts, Leaf Tobacco Packers' Association of Ohio, and cigar
manufacturers :

PENNSYLVANIA FARMERS OPPOSE THE FREE IMPORTATION OF TOBACCO
FROM THE PHILIPPINES.

Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Finance Commitiee:

1, as president of the Lancaster (Pa.) Tobacco Growers' Association,
again make my appearance in behalf of our society and fellow-farmers,
to enter our protest against the removal of duty on Philippine tobacco.
By the result of the Spanish war three great tobacco countries came
into our possession—Cuba, Porto Rico, and the Philippine Islands. We
made many concessions for them In many ways by the lowering of
duties in their favor. We tobacco men suffered severely, not only with
the lowering of duties on their products, but by the lowering of duties
on Sumatra. Then we were raisers of wrapper goods, but the lowering
of duty on Sumatra drove us completely out of that field. We then
changed our modes, and are now producing fillers; in fact, the only
field left open to us. By the lowering of duties on Cuba and Porto
Rico we were again assailed in our standpoint, for from raising fillers
we have no retreat. There is nothing left for us lower in the tobacco
field. Now comes the wiping out of the duty on Philippine tobacco.
This reduction affects the great States of Pennsylvania and Ohio more
than any other States in the Union, for their chief crop is the raising
of fillers. 8o is the crop of the Philippines. Give them a lower duty
and our industry is ruined, and we are no small producers. Between
the years 1860 and 1907, a period of forty-six years, our tobacco crop
in Lancaster County has varied from 35,000 to 75,000 cases per annum,
grown on from 14,000 to 18,000 acres, and has brought into our countr,

80,000,000 in cash—a larger sum of money than was ever real
from tobacco in the same area of any country in the world, exeept
Sumatra. Also, the ninth internal-revenue district, of which we are
the chief, has in the last seven years paid to the Government in revenue
$17,377,243. We also manufactured in the year 1906, 801,500,420
cigars. This district is the banner cigar-manufacturing district in the
Tnited States. Is this industry not worth protecting? Verily, it is;
and that Is why I am sent here by m{‘ fellow-farmers to enter our
solemn protest against the lowering of this duty. I know the Repub-
lican party, In its platform upon which his honor Judge Taft was
elected to the Presidency, has promised a revision and a modification
of the tariff; but we naturally supposed they were those things which
in our infancy we could not manufacture in competition with foreign
manufacturers which were long established, but now, since we have
become established, we can manufacture under a reduced duty. We
never for a moment supposed that it had reference to an industry where
every advantage is on their side. We can not compete with the cheap
labor and the long season of the Philippine Islands. We have also
made a promise that trusts, especially the tobacco trust, shall be held
in check. BSuits by the Government are now pending for that purpose.
Reducing the tax will %hre them the field In the Phil t{vplne Islands, ana
they will have the whip hand over Pennsylvania and Ohlo. They can
snap their fingers at us and say they can get fillers elsewhere. You see
the condition of affairs in Kentucky, Tobacco can scarcely be raised
there now at a profit. You lower this duty and thousands and thou-
sands of my fellow-farmers will be in the same condition. I am sure
my constituents had no idea when the; ﬁve to Judge Taft 16,000 ma-
jority that the reduction of duty would in those things which com-
pete with what we produce from the soil. As I said on a former occa-
sion, we have always been protectionists, and are so now; but never
before this tobacco industry was assailed had we anything to protect.
Yet we stood shoulder to shoulder with the iron maker and the wool-
grower to protect their products, knowing it would finally be a blessing
to all, Yet how ean this prove a blessing to anyone by ruining our in-
dustry, which is well established, to try to foster an Industry which
has just got a foothold? We have contributed much for their welfare,
and will do more ; but do not ask us to sacrifice that which we live by.
The protective principles, which dominated everything pertaining to
free trade at the last election, are paramount over all the tobaecco-
growing States, and tens of thousands of growers scattered over this
great Union have not given up hope, but turn their eyes to this Con-
gress and ask them for justice—first, last, and all the time. And in
seeking this we are asking grotectlon for millions of dollars expended
in buifdlng-s which are suitable for no other industry but this. There
{s not a farm in our whole county that has not from $£3,000 to £10,000
expended in shedding., which, as I sald before, would be useless. Wae
have not the flimsy shedding of the Troplcs, but permanent bulldings
erected especially for this purpose.

Again, gentlemen, let me say, If P-ou grant this removal of duty,
wha% will prevent Sumatra from being smuggled into the Philippine

dp ing it here duty free as Philippine tobaceo? The pres-
Paéul;e United States is not large enough to guard these
Much more could be said in behalf of the cigar-
see the justice of our

Islands an

ent Army o
islands to prevent it,
tobacco industry, but you, gentlemen, certainl

claim. If we thought as some think—that this reduction would not
affect our Industry—we would not be up in arms to prevent it. So, gen-
tlemen, we leave this with you, trust you may see your way clear

to give the tiller of the soil the prolection he asks for.
B. Ezra HERm,
M. L. GREIDER,
GEORGE HIBSHMAN,
Officers of Lancaster County (Pa.) Growers’ Association.
APRIL, 1909,

AcAaway, Mass., March 30, 1909.
Hon. M. G. BULKELEY, =
Washington, D. C.

Dear Bir: Your favor of the 26th received; in reply will state that

I do not think that I can suggest anything to you on the Payne tariff
bill that will be of any use to you, but will gladly give my opinion as
I understand the bill: Philippine tobacco wrappers, 300, pounds
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fillers, which include binders or in fact, all
wrappers, 3, 000 pounds with the prov. that su
ages may include 15 per cent wrs.&pers yearly, free. I th‘lnk lt
wrong, and that if it passes that will prm such a handicap to the

tobacco growers of the Connecticut ?alle_‘ that they will have to out
of the business, which will mean a grea oss. u they are with
sheds, etc., for which they have been expense. It not o:nly

hits the Connectient Vn]le:r but all other pn.ru of the cotmtry where

tobacco is raised. Za for my argument, which is: That
Fhilippine tobacco will of about the same quality in a few mrﬂ as
Sumatra, as the soil and climate is about the same, and tha 000

pounds means just that much trade taken trom us if it uto
there, which I doubt very much. And the 8,000,000 ponnds
which means a large sro rtion meon would hit us hard, as
ghare of our goods an otWIsconsinsmmondsorbindm

Yours, truly,
A, E. BELDEN,
Agawam, iass.

sy | e

DayroN, Onto, April 23, 1909,

At a special meeting of the board of directors of the Ohio Leaf To-
bacco Packers’ Association, an association comprising in its member-
ship all the representative packers of Ohlo leaf tobacco, the follow-
inﬁv resolution was unanimously adopted :

hereas there is now pending ore Cou%u a tariff bill in which
a clause provides for the free en of 300, pounds of wrapper-leaf
tobaecco, 1,500,000 pounds of filler-leaf tobacco. and 150,000, cigars
from the ’Phil[ppines. as found in paragraph 4714, B O%B 189 of said
tariff bill, as reported by Mr. ALDRICH on lprﬂ 12., i

Whereas if such blll becomes a law, it will work a ﬁ;“ mimm and
cause untold injury to onr tobacoo mdmtﬁy compris t does all
the growers, pac d cigar both
in this State and thmughout ‘the United States; a.n
; W‘heroas the importation of cigars in a limited quanti oos as

cified In said hul. [ ply works to rovide employment for

u{plnoa at a low rate of wné'ea away t ivelihood of tha
same number of American citizens, whm cost of living demands and
who receive fair wages for their work; and

Whereas sald tobacco, which is proposed to be imported free, is
raised by cheap Filipino labor, whosa cost of lmng is so small that a

Ve euer wage scale suffices f ﬁ
reas the specifyin or n . llmlted uan » of e.lther the raw or
ms.nufactured article }m ands of one or a few large
rators the possibility o nbsolnbely eontrolllng the importation of
t is limited quantity at an abnormal margin of profit; and
[Vhereas the importation of a limited g un.ntlt'[y will do more harm to
the general trade in the United States than it will benefit the Fili-

inos ; and
8 Whereu, alol the resent lines of duty established by the ey
hrlir bill, the t rade and the producers of tobacco are all fairly
ed, now that dﬂ!erent interests have become adjusted to those
rates Therefore be i
That we. as a trade organization and being one of a num-
ber or slmﬂar organizations located throughout the tuhacco-g'mwinf
triets of the United States, whose purposes are to promote and foster
the growing of leaf tobacco and the handling and manufacturing in all
its branches and to look after the interests of tobacco raisers, tobacco
packers, tohacco jobbers, cigar and tobacco manufacturers, and their
mployees, do hereby strenuously protest against the admitting free of
h.l{i of l:n tobam or cﬁars whsEsoever in the United States from the
ppine

Resalved, That 500 cogleu of t:his resolution, duly signed, be printed
and distributed among the members of the association and kindred as-
soclat.ions throughout the country, each to be forwarded to their respee-

ngressmen and Senators, with a personal request that they use
their best efforts to defeat the passage of the proposed measure; and

be it further
Resolved, Tlmt a a'ghd.s.l appeal be made to Benator Dick, of Ohlo,
who is a member of the Finance Committee, to use every endeavor to
prevent the passage of the Philippine free clause in the Senate blll..
WaLTER M. BRENNER, President.
C. H. SoLLIDAY, Vice-President.
E % LUKASWITZ, Secretary-Treasurer,
L. A Wm:nmn,
B. M. KroHN,
CHAS. BILLMAN,
HENEY an,
; .
CIGAR MANUFACTURERS PROTEST AGAINST THE FREE ENTRY OF TOBACCO
AND CIGARS FROM THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS.
My. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Finance Committee:
In this hearing we have the honor to directly regreaent the clga
[}

manufacturers one of the greatest clgar-manufacturing Sta
Pennsylvania alone manufactures npproximately 2 000. ,000 c!gars an-
nnally, which is about ome-quarter of the total annual output of one

of the greatest Industries of our country, and which amm.nlly
factures under normal trade conditions o 0& the
total value of this product about $350, 006 nnd tor w

In wages alone over $75, 000 and contributé toward the mln.
Penance of our Government aa internal-revenue tax of over $25,000,000

annually.
This great industry has been hulll: up and is maintained under a
c!sarmnuracturtng !ndns of

protectlve tariff. Pr ‘?l‘ cstﬁ 18&3 N TR
was_prac yn early a dfl consum ere
were madtr{n At that time, all told. less
clgar-makin hadcilgg the

and imported from Gernmt:lg
han 38,000 people were employed in_the
T give employment to 125,
1 told in and about our factories over 200000

t‘nlted States.

chanics, and employ

Ameriean citizens, representing 1,000,000 human beings who are de-
pendent upon the "eigar industry for a livelihood.

The cigin.r manufacturers have suffered greatly du the present
period of industrial depression, and In many instances we have kept our
workmen emplo tiled despite the faect that our stock rooms are crowded
to the limit with cigars for which there is no market in sight.

The trade has already and is now suffering the effect of anticipated
hostlle tariff legislation, We have been promised a egu.ut.e protection
to the industrles of our country, and we fail to see w e Congress

endeavor to avoid its pledges in this direction.

Remove the duty from the clgars fmported from the Philippine
Islands, and just to that extent you cuartail the production of ¢
in this country, displace American workmen, who under normal trade
conditions are employed in the production of these
Owing to the enormous d ce in the wages ln this country
and the Phﬂi%plne Islands, and the difference in the cost of the raw
material, hi'h ete., the ability to successfully compete
with the Phillppine fsla.nds on a free-trade basis in cigars 1a positivel
out of the question. The difference in wages alane amounts to §
or more per day, say nothing of the advanmlg'e possess in the
cheap raw materials and other hvor means ot fmduction
%e have shown that the cigar industry has grown to its present
magnificent tﬁs portions and empl ent to 200000
an annual jbursement to the wa arner alone of 876 806, and
a revenue to the Government of $25, under a pro ve tariff.
We mnastly protest aglnst legislatlan oi which we are not ol
tl:rmix ut which there can be no dinpute that I
mrte a d!mtmus effect on this great dustry.d and without a.ny
¢

good to the le o: our coun
%O.'I?wm gleo s i mg:: invested upward of

r manufac of this country

0, and expend annua.u for raw material alone $75,000,000,
respectfully submit that leg'lalatlon destructive to the best in-

terents of. this great lndustry merits your careful consideration. We
not compete on e basis even to a limited extent with

the FPhilippine Iala.nds. Upon this point the cf manumcturers, the

tobacco growers, and the leaf-tobacco dealers, am e workin men and

women employed In this industry are united In thelr opposition

transfer, from the United States to the Philippines, of that 'lndustry

from a generally prosperous business and fairly paid labor to the com-

petition of the cheapest workers in the wor e )

B R Moss,
WEAVER,
Committee of O'igar Mannfecmrm

Amount of revenue lost to the United States Government in the

event of the passage of either the Payne bill or the bill as reported by
the Senate ance Committee dealing with the importation of tobacco
and cigars from the Philippine Islands:

Tariff rate on wrappers, per pound $1.85
Tariff rate on fillers, per pound .85
Lowest possible tariff on cigars, per thousand 50. 00

Revenue lost to the Government by the bill proposed by the Senate
Finance Committee :
300 oogi}&;onnda of wra{)pers, at $1.85 per povund______..... $5535, 000

nds of fi at 85 cents 1 — s
Oogoglgau. at § ‘Pu b 7, 500, 000

8, 580, 000

to contribute to the
rt into the United

The above is the amonunt of dut It is pro
Filipinos, or whatever interests shoul

States from the Philippine Islands, ns proposed by the pending tariff

bill as reported by the Senate Committee on Finance, a direct
tribution to the American Tobacco Oompany of $8, 580, 000 a year.

Should the House bill be enacted into law, it would mean a further
contribution of $525,000, or a total of §9,105,000 a year.

While no deduction has been made in the above figures for the 25 per
cent reduction in the present rates, neither has any computation been
made for the 25 per cent ad valorem on manufactured ¢ and to-
gmhich amount would be greater the reduction on the manu-

article.
U’Egbmlttad b; the representatives of the Clgar Makers' International
1.

Mr. BULKELEY. I desire to offer one or two amendments
to the amendment of the committee, which I send to the desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be read for information.
An amendment is now pending and will be first acted upon.-

Mr. BULKELEY. I will read them.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They can be read at the desk, if
the Senator prefers.

Mr. BULKELEY. I should like to have the™ read from the
desk. Possibly they may meet the views of the committee.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will not be in
order until the pending amendment is disposed of. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut gives notice of amendments that he pro-
poses to offer, which will be read.

SecpeTARY. On page 1 of the printed amendment, line
11, after the words “filler tobacco,” insert the word “un-
stemmed ™ in parentheses; on page 2, line 1, strike out the
words “ five hundred thonmnﬂ' ” on page 2, line 2, strike out
the words “one hundred and fifty” and insert the word
“ geventy.”

Mr. BULKELEY. These amendments meet somewhat the
criticism that I have been called upon to make in the course
of my remarks, limiting to some extent the guantity that may
be admitted info this country free of duty, cutting the number
of cigars from 150,000,000 to 70,000,000, cutting the guantity of
filler tobacco from 1.500,000 pounds to 1,000,000 pounds; and
correcting wrapper tobacco so as to provide that it shall be

unstemmed. Those cover the three amendments.

Mr. PENROSE. The amendments offered by the Senator
from Connecticut are in line with the wishes of the tobacco-
growing sections of Pennsylvania, and I ask unanimouns consent
to have printed in the Recorp the resolutions of the Lancaster
Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade, also the resolution of the Tobaceo
Growers’ Association of Lancaster, Pa., and a communication
from the president and officers of the Lancaster County (Pa.)
Tobacco Growers' Association.

con-
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the
granted.
The matter referred to is as follows:

THE LANCASTER LEAF TOBACCO BOARD OF TRADE,
Lancaster, Pa., April 19, 1909.

At a special meeting of the Lancaster Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade
beld this day the following resolution was passed unanimously :

Whereas there is now pending before the Senate of the United States
a tariff revision measure, section 5 of which provides for the free entry
into the United States of 3,000,000 pounds of filler tobacco, 300,000
pounds of wrapper tobacco, and 150,000,000 cigars free of duty from
the Philippines; and

Whereas this number of cigars, together with the eigars which will
be made from the above amount of tobacco, exceeds the number of
cigars manufactured in the Philippines during the year 1907 and is
equal to one-fiftieth of all cigars manufactured in the United States
during 1907, we believe the passage of this measure would work untold
injury to the tobacco growers, tobacco packers, dealers and jobbers,
cigar manufacturers, cigar jobbers, bench workers, and the many thou-
sands of people who, in one way or another, make their livellhood out
of the tobacco industry ; and

Whereas the free entry of this number of cigars and this amount of
tobaceo is equal to one-seventh of all tobacco grown in the State of
Pennsylvania : Therefore be it

Resolved, That we most vehemently protest against the pa e of
this section of the proposed tarif revision bill, and that a copy of this
resolution be forwarded to our Representatives in both Houses of Con-
gress, urging them to use their best efforts to defeat the passage of the
proposed measure,

request is

I. HWEAVER,
A. B. Hess,
M. ROSENTHAL,
C. Emory Loxg,
Committee.
LANCASTER, PA,, December 1, 1908,
Hon. Boigs PEXROSE, -
United States Senate:

The Tobacco Growers' Association of Lancaster County, Pa., in ses-
glon December 14, 1908, unanimously passed the following resolution :

Resolved, That the tobacco growers of Lancaster County hereby pro-
test against the introduction into this country of any tobacco and cigars
from the Philippine Islands free of duty, an herebs} reailuest our United
States Senators and the Congressman from this district to use every
effort before the Ways and Means Committee to prevent the passage of
a law that would be detrimental to the tobacco interests of Pennsyl-

vania.
Attest:
B. EzrA HERR, President.
GEORGE HIBSHMAN, Secretary.
FARMERS OPPOSE THE FREE IMPORTATION OF TOBACCO FROM THE PHILIP-
PINES.

Mr. Chairman and Gentlemen of the Finance Committee:

I, as president of the Lancaster (Ps.}] Tobacco Growers' Association,
once again make my appearance in behalf of our society and fellow-
farmers to enter our ]grotest against the removal of duty on Philippine
tobacco. Bf the result of the Sgnnish War three great tobacco coun-
tries came into our possession uba, Porto Rico, and the Philippine
Islands. We made many concessions for them in manE ways by the
lowering of duties in their favor. We tobacco men suffered severely,
not only with the lowering of duties on their products, but by the
lowering of duties on Sumatra. Then we were raisers of wrapper goods,
but the lowering of duty on Sumatra drove us completely out of that
field. We then changed our modes and are now producing fillers;
in fact, the only fleld left open to us. By the lowering of duties on
Cuba and Porto Rico we were again assalled in our standpoint, for
from raising fillers we have no retreat. There is nothing left for us
lower in the tobacco field. Now comes the wiping out of the dug on
Philippine tobacco. This reduction affects the great States of Penn-
sylvanila and Ohio more than any other States in the Union, for their
c{ief crop is the raising of fillers. So is the crop of the Philippines;
give them a lower duty and our industry is ruined, and we are no small
producers. Between the years 1860 and 1907, a period of forty-six
years, our tobacco crop In Lancaster County has varied from 35,000
to 75,000 cases per annum grown on from 14,000 to 18,000 acres, and
has brought into our coun m{ $80,000,000 in cash, a larger sum of
money than was ever realized from tobacco in the same area of any
country in the world except Sumatra. Also the ninth internal-revenue
district, of which we are the chief, has in the last seven years paid
to the Government in revenue $17,577.343. We also manufactured in
the year 1906, 801,399,420 cigars. This district is the banner cigar
manufacturing district in the United Btates. Is this industry not worth

rotecting? Verily it is, and that is why I am sent here by ugg fellow-
?armers to enter our solemn protest against the lowering of this duty.
I know the Republican party, in its platform upon which his honor
Judge Taft was elected to the Presidency, has promised a revision and
a modification of the tariff, but we naturally supposed they were those
things which in our infancy we could not manufacture in competition
with foreign manufacturers which were long established, but now, since
we have become established, we can manufacture under a reduced
duty. We never for a moment supposed that it had reference to an
industry where every advantage is on their side. We can not compete
with the cheap labor and the long season of the Philippine Islands.
We have also made a promise that trusts, especially the tobacco trust,
ghall be held in check; suits by the Government are now pending for
that purpose. Reducing the tax will give them the field in the Pg.ulp»

ine Islands, and they will have the whip hand over Pennsylvania and

hio. They ecan snap their fingers at us and say they can get fillers
elsewhere. You see the condition of affairs in Kentucky. Tobacco can
gcarcely be raised there mow at a profit. You lower this duty and
thousands and thousands of my fellow-farmers wlll be in the same
condition. I am sure my constituents had no idea when they gave to
Judge Taft 16,000 majority that the reduction of duty would be in
those things which compete with what we produce from the soil.  As
I said on a former occasion, we have always been protectionists, and
are so now, but never before this tobacco industry was assailed had

we anything to protect. Yet we stood shoulder to shoulder with the

iron maker and the woolgrower to protect their products, knowing it
would finally be a blessing to all. et how can this prove a blessing
to anyone by ruining our industry, which is well established, to try
‘to foster an industry which h&s?;lat ﬁot a foothold? We have con-
tributed much for their welfare and will do more, but do not ask us to
sacrifice that which we live by. The protective ;irlncl les, which doini-
nated everything pertaining to free trade at the last election, are para-
mount over all the tobacco-growing States, and \ Erowers
scattered over this great Union have not given up hope, but turn their
eyes to this Congress and ask them for justice first, last, and all the
me; and in seeking this we are asking protection for millions of
dollars expended in buildings which are suitable for no other industry
but this. There is not a farm in our whole county that has not from
$3,000 to $10,000 expended in shedding, which, as I said before,
would be useless. We have not the flimsy shedding of the Tropics, but
permanent buildings erected especially for this pur]imse.
ain, gentlemen, let me say, if you grant this removal of duty,
what will prevent Sumatra from being smuﬁ:ed into the Phﬂlp?éne
Islands and passing it here duty free as ilippine tobacco? he
resent Army of the United States is not large enough to
lands to prevent it. Much more could be said in behalf of the cigar-
tobacco industry, but you, gentlemen, certainly see the justice of our
claim. If we thought as some think—that this reduction would not
affect our industry—we would not be up arms to prevent it. So,
gentlemen, we leave this with you, trusting yon may see your way

clear to give the tiller of the soil the protection he asks for.

B. Ezra HERm,

M. L. GREIDER,

GEORGE HIBSHMAY,
Officers of Lancaster (Pa.) Growers’ Association.

ard these

Aprir, 1909.

Mr. ALDRICH. 8o far as the committee are concerned, they
are willing to accept the amendments offered by the Senator
from Connecticut and to modify the committee amendment in
that way. I ask that that modification be made.
1ﬁ’_l‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the mod-

cation. :

The Secrerary. On page 1 of the printed amendment, line
11, after the word * tobacco,” insert the word *“ unstemmed”
in parentheses; on page 2, line 1, after the words “one million
strike out the words ‘‘five hundred thousand ;" on page 2, line
2, strike out the words *““one hundred and fifty ” and insert the
word * sevenfy,” so as to read: “seventy million cigars.”

Mr. JONES. I have two communications from cigar makers
which I should like to have printed in the Recorp. I think the
amendment suggested by the Senator from Connecticut will be
satisfactory to the organizations.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica-
tions will be printed in the REcorp.

The matter referred to is as follows:

Cigar Magers’ LocanL Uxiox, No. 325,
Spokane, Wash., April 22, 1909.
Senator JoXES.

Dear Sir: I represent but a few hundred of the 40,000 clﬁar makers
in our union, who come to you in the most serious difficulty of our
existence of fift ears. The clause in the new tariff bill relating to
the admission of cigars from the Philippines, free of duty, is a menace
to our very exlstence. It takes years to learn our trade, and it usually
bounds our career; and it is impossible to maintain the standard of
American living in competition with the Chinamen and natives of a
land where a few cents a day Is sufliclent to supply its people with all
they are accustomed to.

I ask you, in all seriousness, to consider the welfare of
people, among which our union stands forth
aim is to better the condition of its people.

Yours, very truly,
W. A. MiTCcHELL, Financial Becretary.

—_—

SEATTLE, WASH., May 7, 1909,

our own
as an organization whose

Hon, W. L. JoxEs,
Washington, D, C.

Desr Ste: I wish to protest against allowing 150,000,000 ecigars
from th;ilglne Islands free from duty, because it will put me out of
business. costs more for tobacco at present than it does for cigars.
Remember, my cigar makers can not live on $8 fuer month. According
to ¢. H. Hubbard's report, labor commissioner in the State of Wash-
ington, they get $2.25 per day when they work.

Respectfully, )
LAWRENCE MORGAN.

Mr. FLETCHER. I believe the amendments which have
been offered to the substitute have been accepted by the com-
mittee, and the substitute as amended is now before the Senate.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the
amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr.
LA FOLLETTE].

Mr. FLETCHER. I supposed that that had been accepted.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No; I do not understand that it has
been accepted. After having their attention called to this sub-
ject last night, the committee had a meeting this morning and
reduced the amount 5,000,000 below the 75,000,000 provided in
my amendment.

I count myself fortunate, Mr. President, in having so strongly
impressed the committee with the protest of the cigar makers of
America. I am almost tempted, Mr. President, in view of the
readiness with which the committee yielded in reducing the
number of cigars to be imported from the Philippines free of
duty by 80,000,000, to suggest that they give to the cigar makers
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of this country the opportunity to manufacture 10,000,000 more
of the cigars that shall go to supply the trade each year, That
would mean the employment of quite a number of idle cigar
makers. Possibly, if T modify my amendment offered last night
at 75,000,000 to 60,000,000, it will be accepted. I think I will
chance it, Mr. President, by offering it in that form.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin with-
draws his former amendment and offers another amendment?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the former

amendment is withdrawn. The Secretary will report the amend-
ment as modified.
- The SecreTArY. On page 2, line 2, of the amendment as
meodified, it is proposed to strike out * seventy million " and in-
sert *“sixty million,” so as to read, “and cigars in excess of
60,000,000 cigars.”

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do this especially in the hope, Mr.
President, that it will be accepted, or perhaps that the number
will be reduced to fifty-five millions.

The VICE-PRESIDENT., The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr. PILES. I should like to ask that the amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from Connecticut be stated. I did not
quite catch it.

; 'I‘Iie VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend-
ment.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. The pending amendment, upon which
the vote was about to be taken, is mot the amendment of the
Senator from Connecticut.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment which the Senator
from Connecticut offers——

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, It is a modification of the amendment
which was pending.

t’l{‘:heg VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment will be
stated.

The SEcrRETARY. On page 2, in line 2 of the committee amend-
ment, before the words “ million cigars,” it is proposed to strike
our.d“ seventy ” and insert “ sixty,” so that, if amended, it will
read:

And cigars in excess of 60,000,000 cigars.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
to the amendment, which has just been stated.

Mr. PILES. What I asked to have stated was the amendment
of the Senator from Connecticut, which, I understand, provides
for “ 70,000,000 cigars.” :

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have modified their amend-
ment, reducing the number of cigars from 150,000,000 to
70,000,000.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understood that was the amendment
offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BULKELEY].

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. ArpricH], on behalf of the commitiee, has modified the
amendment heretofore presented.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, before the vote is taken
upon this modification of the amendment I offered last night,
I ask to have read a communication from the legislative repre-
sentative of the Cigar Makers' International Union, which I
send to the Clerk's desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:

Senator R. M. LA FOLLETTE.

Dear Sir: Relative to the proposed admission of 150,000,000 cigars free
of duty from the Philippine Islands, we beg to submit for your further
consideration the following facts, which we believe proves conclusively
that free trade in cigars with the Philippine Islands, even in a limited
degree, would prove disastrous to our industry. One hundred and
fiftty million cigars represents the labor of about 2,500 cigar makers
for a full year, and in view of the fact that there are already about
12,000 idle cigar makers in the United States, we are justly alarmed
by the proposed legislation, which would unquestionably add another
2,500 to the large army of unemployed cigar makers, together with
those dependent upon them.

The tobacco and cigar exports of the Philippine Islands under Anreri-
can occugntion have reached a higher degree of prosperity during the
years 1903 to 1907 than prevailed from 1895 to 1899, when they were
gtill under Spanish rule, as the following figzures from the special re-

rt of Secretary of War Taft show : For the five years referred to under
goaln the annual average exports of cigars and tobacco amounted to
£2114,240, for the flve years report under American occupation
the annual average was $2,129,194; thus disproving any contention
that our occupancy of the islands has seribusly impaired their tobacco
and cigar export trade.

The report of the insular collector of internal revenue for 1908
ghows that the total number of cigars manufactured in the Philippine
Islands during 1907 was 197,000,000, and for 1908, 198,754,787, Of
this number there were imported into the United States during the
year 1907, 1,593,000, and during 1908, 1,365,000.

A bulletin of the Department of Labor shows that there aré® about
20,000 persons employed in the cigar industry in the Philippine Islands,

WASHINGTON, June 12, 1909,
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at an average of $10.21 r month. The rate of wages for cigar
makers, as near as we can learn, is 37.12 cents a day.

As noted above, there were Imported into the United States from the
Philippine Islands during 1007, 1,693,000 cigars, and during 1908,
1,30;800. In this connection we desire to show the confusing nature
of the figures contained in a note on tariff revision, and Insular
Bureau reports, as contained in the folluwing memorandum :

The Notes on Tariff Revision, issued by the Ways and Means Com-
mittee, on page 227, under the caption * Importations,” referring to
leaf tobacco, furnishes the * general information' to the effect that
the total importation of unmanufactured tobaceo from the Philippines
was 70,163 pounds, valued at $4,584. On page 280, referring to the
duty on cigars, the paragraph furnishing *“ general information” as to
H:le 1gapormtlons does not show any importation from the Philippine

ands.

The publication Estimated Revenues, as issued by the Finance
Committee of the Senate, on page 28, referring to paragraph 221 of
the Senate bill, shows the importation of cigars from the Philippine
Islands during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, to have been
3,141.89 |l)oun , valued at $4,150.

Avera lﬁ 12 pounds to a thousand cigars, 8,141.89 gounds would

ual 261,820 cigars; 3,141.89 pounds of tobacco, at $4.50 per pound
minus 25 per cent reduction on account of Philippine importation and

lus 25 ?er cent ad valorem (based on 261,820 cigars), will about equal

11,352.74, which is noted on page 29 as the revenue under the present
aw.

The Insular Bureaun reggsts the exportation of cigars to the United
States in 1907 as 1,593, , and in 1908 as 1,365,000, which figures
agree with the importations of eigars from the Philippines to the United
States, as stated on page 279 of the quarterly report for April-June,
1908, issued by the Insular Bureau. In the report named the Insular
Bureau states the value of 1,593,000 ci in 1907 as $26,067, which
valuation does not seem to agree with the valuation Placed upon these
clgars upon importation into the United States as noted on page 28 of
the Se'nata Finance Committee’s publication entitled “ Estimated Rev-
enues.”
We further desire to eall to your attention that our industry has Freatly
suffered by the free Imgortatjon of cigars from Porto Rico. During the
st two years there has been a tted into the United States from
orto Rico on an average of about 10,000,000 cigars a month, or an
amount per year almost equal in number to that which it is proposed
to admit free of duty from the Philippine Islands. This amount of
cigars admitted free of duty from Porto Rico has already displaced
about 2,000 American workmen, and we have borne this injustice with
hsrd:iy any complaint on our part; but we feel that we are now com-
pelled to earnestly yet respectfully protest against the further contem-
lated injustice, which will cause untold hardship on the already too
arge number of Amerlean ecitizens now out of employment, with no
immediate prospects for obtaining the same, and the thousands of
women and children dependent upon them for the necessaries of life.
And, furthermore, In the event of the passage of that part of the
gendinﬁnturlﬂ bill dealing with the importation of cigars from the
*hilippine Islands, the amount of revenue lost to the United States
;}?z%:)n?ae{;at on 150.000.000 cigars, at $50 per thousand, would be
LS s
e above is the amount that it is rnFosed to contribute to the
Filipinos, or whatever interests that should import into the United
States from the Philippine Islands the above amount of cigars, or
a dlrEﬁt contribution to the American Tobacco Company of $7,500,000
annually.
While no dedunction has been made in the above figures for the 25
r cent reduction in the present rates, neither has any computation
made for the 25 per cent ad valorem on manufactu cigars
which would amount to a greater sum than the reduction in the pruenf

rates.
= Iiubmitted by the representative of the Cigar Makers' International
nion.

J. CroNIN.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I ask to have read a
communication from the cigar makers of Marinette, Wis,, which
I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the
Secretary will read the communication just presented by the
Senator from Wisconsin.

The Secretary read as follows:

Cigar MaxErs’ Locan Uxiox No. 287,
Marinette, Wis., April 13, 1909.
Hon. RoBRERT M. LA FOLLETTE,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: We understand the Ways and Means Committee of Con-
gress has proposed a hill providing that 150,000,000 cigars shall be
permitted to come from the Phll!!ppines free of duty in any one fiscal
year. The cigar makers of Marinette protest against admitting any
clgars from the island except at the regular import duty, as we believe
it would be an injustice to the cigar industry of the United States.
Hoplng you will give this your earnest consideration and attention.

Yours, respectfully,
J. FITZHENRY, President,
A. E. SBANDERS, Secretary.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I shall detain the Sen-
ate but a moment longer. I send to the desk two other com-
muniecations out of a very large number which I have received
from the cigar makers of Wisconsin and other States, and ask
to have them read in this connection.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will read as requested.

The Secretary read as follows:
CigAr MAKERS’ LocAL TUNIoN No. 168,

L]
Oshkosh, Wis., April 15, 1909.
Mr. RoBerT M. LA FOLLETTE
United States Senate.

Dear 8ir: I wish you would do all you can against that Philippine
Island bill for admitting cigars into this country free from duty, for
that would hurt the cigar Industry a great deal in this country, for
we can not compete with such cheap labor such as the Philippine elgar
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makers are. They only receive about 28 cents a . _What would the

‘Au?}eri;rn %!g'nr ng'kzrn do with such a cheap wage? Hoping to receive
play, I rema

i?ours. truly, J. GALLATIN, Secretary.

Crean Maxers’ LocAL Uxiox No. 447,
Kenosha, Wis., April 1§, 1009,
Hon. . M. La FOLLETTE.
Dear Bm: As one of your constituents, we beg to
our influence to defeat the bill introduced by the Ways amnd Means
mitiee to reduce the duty or let any cigars manufactured in the
FPhilippine Islands In the United States free of duty from the rate fixed
t:v[y the Dingley law, or any hill alming to let cigars in free in any form.
he bill, should it become a law, would prncticnllg destroy our trade, as
the cizar makers on islands earn about 57 cents per day. Our
workmen ean not pessibly get along on less than they are now earning.
Reduoetion of daty or free means reduction of wngeu and ruin to omr
trade. We protest against any change in duty, and beg of you to earn
the ccmmendation and gratitude of our m ers by standing like a
stone wall against any nge.

r%gueat you to use

Wi, SCHRADER, President.
CHas. ¥F. BcaMipr,
Corresponding Secrctara.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin to the
amendment of the Committee on Finance,

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. President, it seems to me that if any-
thing were wanting te justify a vote of lack of confidence in
the committee in charge of this bill or to justify a word in
eriticism for the meglect of a due and proper regard for a con-
scientious and honest endeavor at legislation here, the proceed-
ings which have transpired this merning would fill any omis-
sion of that kind. The committee brought in here originally
a proposition,.said to come from the President, to be the result
of his wisdom, in conjunction with other matters in the bill, to
permit 150,000,000 cigars to come in from the Philippine Islands
free of duty. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forrerre],
in a due and orderly way, as was his legitimate right, and
backed by the judgment, I suspect, of a good many more
Senators in this assembly than might be supposed at first
thought, moved to amend that proposition by reducing it to
75,000,000. The Committee on Finance took that up almost
at midnight last night and have reported this morning, without
any excuse or reason being given, a reduction from the first
proposed amendment, from 150,000,000 cigars down to 70,000,000
cigars, just 5,000,000 decrease beneath the amount provided for
in the amendment offered by the Senater from Wisconsin.

It seems to me that on a guestion of this sort, especially
when it is involting our relations with the Philippines, we
ought to be alone contrelled by the highest sense of responsi-
bility and duty. It seems to me this is teo important a matter
to juggle with and to play what looks to me—and I suspect it
looks the same to others—to be a game of petty politics.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. BURKETT. Yes.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there is no mystery about
this; there is no “ petty politics” in it. As I said last night, the
committee had not given this matter of cigars full considera-
tion in the committee, We have since last night heard the
views of a dozen Senators upon this subject, who believe that
this amendment ought to be made. It is upon the insistence
of Senators from the Pacific slope, of Senators from the center
of the country, and of Senators in the eastern part of the coun-
try that we have made this change. There is no mystery about
it; there is no politics about it; there is nothing about it except
a desire on the part of the committee to do the right thing;
and, above everything else, to pass this bill

Mr, BURKETT. That looks, Mr. President, to me as if
there was also another desire—to hang the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. La Forrerre] "up in the air somewhere with his
amendment.

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no disposition of that kind, and no
such

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It would not be possible for the com-
mittee to do that with me. The Senator from Nebraska need
not worry about me.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Commitiee on Finance
have no desire to leave the Senator from Nebraska or any
other Senator in the air or anywhere else, except where he
places himself,

Mr. BURKETT. Now, Mr, President, so much for that.
Whatever may have been the reason for cutting this amendment
so suddenly, since last night at midnight, down to just five
million underneath the proposed amendment of the Senator
from Wisconsin, I leave the Senate and the country, so far as
that is concerned, to judge of motives.

Mr. PILES. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Deoes the Senator from Nebraska
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. BURKETT. I do.

Mr, PILES. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from
Nebraska that before anyone proposed any amendment to this
cigar propoesition, I myself asked the committee to cut it down
to the lowest possible motch, I realized that the President,
having been in the Philippines, was more familiar with that
country than any other man in the United States, in all prob-
ability, and I felt that something ought to be done fer the
Filipino people. At the same time I realized that the cigar
manufacturers on the Pacific coast, especially in my home city,
were everywhere opposed to letting in a very large mumber of
Philippine cigars, and so I urged upon the committee the taking
up of this proposition and of reducing to the lowest possible
number the guantity of cigars which should come in free from
that country. I am very much gratified at the action of the
Senator from Wisconsin in this matter, and T am deeply grati-
fied over the result of the action of the committee.

Mr. BURKETT. Now, Mr. President, T do not care for any
more apologies for the action of the Committee on Finance—

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President——

AMr. BURKETT. Will the Senator from New York just wait
until I get through? There are a number here who are always
ready to spring up in defense of the Finance Committee when-
ever it needs it. But what I want te call attention te is this:
I will say that T have shared, as I took occasion yesterday——

Mr. PILES. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Semnator from Nebraska
yield to the Senator from Washington?

Mr. BURKETT. Let the Senator wait until I get through,
and then he can make all the speeches he desires,

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska de-
clines to yield.

Mr. BURKETT. As I took occasion yesterday to say, when
I was speaking upon the sngar guestion, there is but one thing
that will mnake me vote to admit free of duty all these cigars,
and that is our obligation and duty to the Philippine Islands.
I look with a good deal of apprehension, I will say, and with a
good deal of disfavor upon the proposition to admit 150,000,000
cigars free from the Philippine Islands. I have received letters
while we have been in session here from cigarmakers In my
own State, calling attention to the importance of this matter
to them. T have written back and said to them and recited to
them the seriousness of the condition that confronts the people
of the Philippine Islands.

1 have reminded them of the importance of our obligation on
account of the responsibility that we have assumed with refer-
ence to the Philippine Islands, and I have made up my mind
only after much reflection and hesitation to join with others in
what it seemed to me a just thing to do in these respects with
reference to the people of the Philippine Islands. I regret, as
I have said, that it seemed to be the judgment of the com-
mittee that we shounld admit 150,000,000 cigars from the Phil-
ippine Islands free of duty, but that proposition was brought in
by the committee and we were told that this whole amendment
was the result of investigation and was in accordance with the
judgment of the President of the United States; but when the
Senator from Wisconsin introduced his amendment to reduce
the number of cigars to be admitted free from the Philippines,
after a very few minutes’ consideration the committee reported
to reduce the amount 5,000,000 below the number he proposed.

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ArpricH] says, of
course, that they have considered the proposition since then.
That only reenforces what I said in the beginning of our right
to cast a vote of lack of confidence upon the work of this com-
mittee, if anything else were needed to justify us in this par-
ticular.

Mr. GALLINGER. Why does not the Senator introduce it?

AMr. BURKETT. . I will say to the Senator from New Hamp-
shire that I have cast a good many votes of lack of confidence
in the work of the committee. Propositions have been brought
in time after time, and when attention has been called to them
members of the committee, after the matter has been brought
in, have risen to say that they have not investigated the matter.
What right, I want to know, has the committee to report a bill
or any part of a bill and ask us to legislate upon it and to vote
upon it, if they have not given it enongh attention and enough
investigation to justify them in bringing it in here?

I have no manner of criticism of the committee if, after ad-
ditional evidence and additional hearings, it is their wisdom
that the number of cigars to be admitted free can safely be re-
duced, and that we would fulfill our obligations to the Philip-




1909.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3235

pine Islands and to the Filipinos by reducing the number to
70,000,000; but, Mr. President, I submit that the manner and
the method in which it has been done does justify the action of
those of us who have, as I have said to the Senator from New
Hampshire, on several occasions taken the opportunity of voting
a lack of confidence in the action of this committee.

There have been too many times during the hearing of this
bill that this same sort of thing has occurred. Whether it is
petty politics, as it appears to be to me, or whether it is not,
as the Senator from Rhode Island assures us, I am certain that
the people who will observe this action, not only here, but
thronghout the country, will realize that it is an effort to get
just a little under the Senator from Wisconsin in order that
he and his amendments may be hung up in the air.

Now, sir, if in a single half hour session the Finance Com-
mittee can afford to change their judgment and reduce the
nmnber from 150,000,000 down to 70,000,000, it seems to me
that it justifies me and everybody else who feels friendly dis-
posed to the makers of cigars in this country to go 10,000,000
further in accordance with the amendment now proposed by
the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, in my judgment, the highest com-
pliments that have been paid to the Finance Committee are
some of the bitter criticisms which have been cast upon it by
some Members of this body. The fact that it changes its opin-
ion once in a while upen some important schedule, after care-
ful discussion and consideration, instead of inviting the condem-
nation or criticisin of Senators, should invite their commenda-
tion and praise.

The importation of cigars and other Philippine products free
of duty is a matter of very broad range and wide discussion.
It is not new in the Congress of the United States. The obliga-
tions are so conflicting between our trust on the one hand
toward this dependent archipelago, and our industries on the
other, that it is not to be wondered at that Senators may differ,
and honestly differ, as to what our exact duty may be.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield
to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr., DICK. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. In connection with these harsh and, as T
think, unmerited criticisms of the committee, the Senator is
aware of the fact that after the Committee on Appropriations
has spent weeks, and oftentimes months, in preparing an appro-
priation bill, when it is brought into the Senate scores of
changes are made in the bill. Appropriations are reduced or
increased as circumstances may require, and upon additional
testimony that is presented, but nobody has ever risen in the
Senate to criticise the Committee on Appropriations for making
those changes. I agree with the Senator from Ohio that it is a
tribute to the committee, rather than a matter that merits con-
demmation, that the committee is willing to make changes when
the circumstances seem to demand it.

Mr. DICK. It would seem so to me, Mr. President, and, fur-
thermore, it seems to me to disprove absolutely the claim that
this committee, with arbitrary power, is forcing through every
schedule as it wants it passed. I have been voting as loyally
as I can with the committee. I do not agree entirely with ail
its conclusions or with all the presentations it makes; but, in
the maiw, it is my judgment that we are working out a tariff
bill which will satisfy the country, which will restore confi-
dence, and which will bring back to the country the prosperity
we so much need and desire.

But, Mr. President, one thing more I want to say, because
I feel it. I think the couniry is to be congratulated, the Con-
gress is to be congratulated, and the Senate is to be congratu-
lated that we have so able a committee, headed by so able a
chairman, as those who represent this body in the consideration
of this great measure. This is not said for political reasons:
it is not said to curry favor; it is my own estimate of an exact
and just criticism, if such it may be termed, of the men who,
in my judgment, as I have had opportunity to observe, have
disposed of their obligations in.a manner that ought to meet
the approval of all Senators agreeing or disagreeing with their
conclusions.

They have not been required, as has been stated here earlier
in this debate, to hear everybody or to invite contentious opin-
jons upon the schedules; but, day and night, in season and out
of season, encroaching even upon the Sabbath day, if you please,
always and ever they have been ready to hear all Senators and
their constituents with reference to every matter involved in
this great measure. >

I have had some occasion to know that this is the truth.
Ohie, studded from the Lakes to the Ohio River with a greater

diversity of interests, perhaps, than is true of any other State
in the Union, has been represented here perhaps oftener than
any other requesting such courtesy, and never has it been
denied.

I give this assurance, if I may, that the people of Ohio are
not unappreciative of what has been done for them nor un-
grateful. Nor would it be becoming in me as their representa-
tive to longer submit without a protest to these unfair and un-
just eriticisms of this committee, which has done its work so
faithfully and so well.

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, in regard to this matter and
the committee, the bitter attack now made upon it by the Sen-
ator from Nebraska seems to be the culmination of a criticism
that has been running against the committee since it presented
its tariff report to the Senate. The charge has been made as
to the unfair constitution of the committee and the way it has
been formed, and that charge has been repeated often to the
Senate; and now the charge is made that it is playing petty
politics in regard to this matter of the duty on Philippine
cigars and in other ways.

As to the Philippine measure, while I do not know the per-
sonal views of the President, we all of us have read the declara-
tions which he made both before he became I'resident and since,
growing out of his intimate knowledge of Philippine conditions,
for the largest possible measure of free trade between the
Philippine Islands and the United States. He has frequently
declared such a measure most important for the welfare and
uplift of the Philippine people and their loyalty to the United
States.

I had no doubt, when this matter was presented by the
Finance Committee, that it was substantially in agreement with
the views entertained by the President, because they were the
views he has so often expressed. Only the proposition of the
Committee on Finance was less in what was granted to the
Philippines than what the President had repeatedly said he
thought would be good policy in the development of those is-
lands and the ereation of friendly relations between the Filipino
people and the United States.

In regard to this particular proposition, just before the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin offered his amendment to reduce the cigars
imported free from 150,000,000 to 75,000,000, the president of
the Cigar Makers' Union of the United States interviewed me
on the subject. He told me the views of the Cigar Makers'
Union, the condition of its members as to nonemployment, and
said that what they wanted was to reduce the number imported
free to 75,000,000. y

I want to say, if the Senator from Wisconsin had not offered
the amendment to reduce the number of cigars imported free
from the Philippines, I would have done so. The president of
the union is a New Yorker, and there are more cigar makers in
the State of New York than in any other State in the Union.

In regard to the committee having reduced it from 75,000,000
to 70,000,000, it was the demand of the Senator from Connecti-
cut, who had been speaking here for several hours and who rep-
resents a great tobacco State, that the number should be re-
duced from 75,000,000 to 70,000,000. I want to say that I ap-
pealed to the committee personally, because of this presentation
that had been made to me by the Cigar Makers’ Union, to have
the number reduced to the lowest possible figure, which would
satisfy the Executive and the friends of the development of the
Philippine Islands.

Now, sir, it has been charged that this committee has been
unfairly formed, and one of the best posted of the correspond-
ents of the great newspapers in the gallery, who are so keen
and clear on all matters, said to me the other day, when I ex-
plained to him how the commitiee had been formed, that with
his long experience here he had not thoroughly understood it,
because he had not had occasion to look it up. I think it haa
better go into the Recorp, so that the country may know whether
we are dominated by one-man power and by an automatic and
self-constituted committee—just how the committees of the
Senate are formed.

How are the committees of the Senate formed? This being a
continuing body, we make new committees every two years,
when one-third of the membership is changed. Then, sir, the
officers of the caucus, elected the previous two years, cause a
notice to be sent to all Senators on the Republican side asking
them to meet in the marble room for the purpose of organiza-
tion. When we meet there are 60 chairs. There are now 60
Republican members. Those chairs have no names upon them,
There is no assignment of seats for Senators of prominence or
long service. Kverything is informal and free. Every man can
take any seat he pleases, and if it so suits him he can take a
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front seat, where he ean be most conspicuous. There are no
rules restricting any Senator as to what he shall propose or
lhow long he shall speak. We are equals in the caucus.

Then, in the usual and ordinary way a motion is made for the
organization of the caucus, and that is put to a vote by the
oldest Senator in term of service, according to a rule which has
prevailed in the Senate ever since its organization. When that
is done a motion is made that the Chair shall appeint 11 or 13
Senators to constitute a committee on committees, That reaches
the ideal that the uplift reformers have been claiming in their
venomous attacks on the methods in the House. The attack
upon the methods in the House has been that it is wrong for
the Speaker to name the committees, and that they should be
made by a committee of the House itself.

This committee on committees is appointed by the Chair.
When it is complete, another caucus is called by due notice in
writing to submit this committee on committees for the
action of the Senators. The whole body thus assembled can
reject, change, or adopt the report. If the caucus votes to
accept the committee as reported, the committee goes to work.
It addresses a letter to every Senator, asking him what he
wishes in committee assignments; and it does its best, accord-
ing to my experience, having gone five times through it, to
gratify the wishes and ambitions of each Senator.

But when you come to the conditions existing at the be-
ginning of this extra session, they were peculiar. Everybody
knew that all the business of this session would come from one
committee, and of the 50 Republican Senators, a large majority
wished to get on that committee. The rules restrict its mem-
bership to 14, of whom 9 are Rlepublicans. To select from this
number of applicants 9 was a problem diffieult for this com-
mittee on.committees to solve. They accomplished the task
and reported the result of their conclusions to the cauecus, and
it was a very full caucus. There was the opportunity again
for any Senator to charge that the committee was unfairly
made up; that the country, in its different parts, was not prop-
erly represented. There was one such protest in the caucus,
but the Senator making the protest did not criticise the com-
mittee except to claim that his own State ought to be repre-
sented on it. He did not, however, make a motion or ask for
a vote. =

Therefore, the committee as suggested by the committee on
committees received the vote of every single Republican Sen-
ator who was present in the caucus. But if any Senator was
dissatisfied with the committee, he still had another opportunity,
because that committee was reported to the full Senate, in
order that the Senate might vote whether that committee
should stand as the Committee on Finance or whether it should
be changed in any particular. On that vote the committee
was accepted by the Senate by the unanimous vote of Senators
on both sides of the Chamber. So that the committee stands
before us having been at Jeast four times indorsed by the
Republicans or the joint votes of both sides.

I understand the same process exactly is pursued by the
minority Members of the Senate in the recommendations they
make as to whoe of their number shall go upon committees.

My colleague and I represent a State that has a great
variety of interests. I think the statistics show that New
York is the largest manufacturing State in the Union and has
more varied productions than any other State; and my col-
league and I, representing those interests, both the employees
and the employers, have not hesitated to go day by day to the
committee in order to present the claims of these industries in
New York for their consideration, and in many instances we
have succeeded in placing before them views and testimony
from people directly interested which have led to a modifica-
tion in rates which the committee had reported to the Senate
upon particular items in this bill. We have found the com-
mittee, even when disagreeing with our views, eminently open
minded and courteous.

Now, as to the charge that this committee is discredited in
this body, how are we to judge? How are we to know and
how is the country to know whether this committee is dis-
credited? Votes talk louder than speeches. We have been
told here repeatedly that the people of the United States are
hostile to this committee. We have been told here repeatedly
that only the Senators who oppose the committee know what is
the opinion of the people of the United States. We have been
told here repeatedly that every Senator who supports this com-
mittee is marching headlong to political destruction, and he
does not know it; the only people who know it are the eritics of
the committee. If that be so, then the Senate is the most ex-
traordinary suicide club which has ever existed. There have
been here—taking the wool schedule, which it was said was the

real test of popular feeling—practically 51 Senators supporting
the commiitee and 8 Senators opposing the committee; 8
Senators only with salvation free and 51 going headlong and
heedless to oblivion; 51 not knowing the sentiment of their own
Stx&tes m;d 51 ignorant of what the people of the country think
and want.

When I look at the electoral college, which selected the Presi-
dent of the United States and you, sir, for the high offices which
you adorn—both of you—I discover that the total electoral vote
is 483; necessary for a choice, 242, Taking the wool schedule,
upon which there was the greatest controversy, the Republican
Senators voting to support the committee represented 204 elec-
toral votes, or a majority of 52 of the electoral college, and yet
the couniry has been repeatedly informed by several of the 8
Republican Senators who antagonize the committee that they
have a knowledge of the wishes, the opinions, and the desires of
the people which is not possessed by the Senators supporting the
committee who represent.a majority of 52 in the entire vote,
Republican and Democratic, of the electoral college. If we
take the highest vote cast against the committee on the most im-
portant schedules, they represented 55 in the electoral college,
while the Senators supporting the committee represent 272.

Now, sir, this committee has had duties to perform greater
than any that have fallen upon any other committee during my
ten years in the Senate. I was not here during the considera-
tion of the Dingley bill, but it strikes me that the framers of
that measure had an easy task compared with the framers of
this bill. The committees of the two Houses which prepared the
Dingley bill met when a terrific industrial disaster had over-
whelmed the country, and the people believed that it was due to
the Democratic revenue measure which was then in force. The
demand of the country upon that committee was to protect the
industrial interests of the United States. The demand of the.
country upon the committee was that the action of that com-
mittee should be protective—protective everywhere; to give em-
ployment to labor and employment for capital. The difficulty
that committee had to contend with was not to put rates up or
down, but to restrain the eager desire of the whole community
for rates so high as to be prohibitive in their practical applica-
tion, The action of the committee in this easy process was sus-
tained point by point by the concurring opinion of a distressed
country.

But now we meet in the midst of great prosperity for the
purpose of revising the schedules which have been eleven years
in existence. The development of the country during that
period has been such in many lines of industry as to require
changes. I doubt very much—and I have many sources of in-
formation, and travel about the country almost as much as
anyone—the strength of the demand originally which led the
national convention to put that plank into the platform, and I
believe, sir, that if that plank had not been in the platform
Mr. Taft would not have lost a single electoral vote and that
his phenomenal popular majority of over a million would have
been just as great.

But it was put into the platform, and in obedience to that
promise the Committee on Ways and Means met immediately
after election, in the early part of November. They continued
their work until March, and I think into April, and then the
work with all the testimony which had been taken, filling 13
large volumes, with the discussions which had been given to it
in the public press, came to the Senate, in a large measure per-
fected, and then the Finance Committee of the Senate had to
undertake on their part to meet the requirements of the country,
first for revenue and next for protection.

I have been a member of many committees, and the older
Senators are familiar with the hard work of committees. They
know that there are Members of this body tvhose names rarely
appear in the Recorp, but who have their monuments in the
statute books; many Senators who rarely appear in debate,
do not appeal to popular prejudice or popular passion, who
are working day and night with an energy, with an industry,
and with an intelligence often impairing their health, giving
their best time and mind to what they believe, though knowing
they will get no individual eredit for it, is for the best interests
of the country.

Knowing as I do from intimate study of the action of this
committee and of its results, I believe that no committee in-
trusted with so great a labor and so tremendous a responsi-
bility has ever more faithfully, intelligently, and patriotically
performed its work.

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, when the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. Lo Forrerre] offered his amendment last night,
after listening to him—and, in fact, before I heard his speech—
it was my full intention to vote for the amendment as presented
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by him. I made up my mind to do this in deference to the
wishes of the thousands of tobacco growers and cigar makers
in the State of Pennsylvania, whose interests are jeopardized,
as I think, by the proposition as it originally emanated from
the committee.

I made up my mind to vote with the Senator from Wisconsin
entirely without reference to the source from which the amend-
ment emanated. I intend to vote on this proposition, as I will
vote on every other proposition that comes before the Senate,
in accordance with what I believe to be right; and I will vote
for it as readily coming from the Senator from Wisconsin as if
it came from the Senator from Rhode Island.

But in this instance, Mr. President, the developments of this
morning seem to indicate that the Senator from Wisconsin re-
sembles the Irishman who went into a shop and asked the price
of a pair of suspenders. “The price is 15 cents.” * Fifty
cents!” said he. “I will give you 37.” The shopkeeper, being
an honest man, said: “I did not ask you 50 cents; I asked you
15 cents.” *“ Fifteen cents!” says the Irishman, “Oh, I will
give you 10 cents, then.”

The Senator from Wisconsin offered an amendment last night
which seemed to me to be fair and right, and simply because
the proposition of the Senator from Connecticut was below his,
and that that proposition has been accepted by the committee,
he now proposes to go still lower: and I suppose if his amend-
ment is adopted, he will endeavor to secure from the conference
committee another amendment putting it down to fifty or forty
million,

I thought for a little while I would be one of the men whom
the Senator from Wisconsin, with his characteristic modesty,
denominates his followers, but I can not follow him that far
down.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not intend to delay the Sen-
ate now or at any time with any apologies for or to answer any
criticism upon the Committee on Finance or any of its members.
This is not only in consonance with my feeling of obligations to
the people of the United States and to the Senate and to my
party, but it is in consonance with the course which I have fol-
lowed throughout my public life.” There are men whose condem-
nation is the highest commendation—whose disparagement is a
decoration.

My duty here is in reference to this bill, and I desire to say
to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Burkerr], whose vote and
whose voice have from the start betrayed an entire want of
confidence in the committee, that in the future, as in the past,
the committee will take into consideration the questions which
are presented to them by Senators and others, and that they will
decide these questions from time to time according to what they
believe to be the public interest, following the lines of policy
which the party which we represent has adopted, and which the
people of the United States have approved, and they will not be
deflected a thousandth part of an inch from following their
obligation and discharging their duties, as they look upon them,
and this without reference as to how it shall affect one Senator
or another Senator. ‘

It matters not to us, from our standpoint of the public inter-
est, what the opinion of any individual Senator may be. If any
Senator sees fit for any cause to express a want of confidence in
the committee, that is the position which he is entitled to take,
and there has been no criticism on the part of any member, of
the committee of the views or the acts of any Senator, and there
will not be, .

I have had long experience in public life and in service upon
many committees, and I want to say now, in justice to the
Republican membership of the Committee on Finance, that I
have never yef, in my long experience, been in cooperation with,
and in conference with, men who have so clearly and positively
appreciated their public obligations and who have so unfiinch-
ingly followed what they believed to be right as the members
of that committee; and this applies to every one of them.

We have never presented matters here for the consideration
of our associates or of the Senate that have not had the abso-
lutely unanimous approval of the Republican members of that
committee,

It is true that on one or two guestions we have had an wm-
derstanding that the members of the committee would have
the right upon the floor to exercise their individual judgment
and to express their individual opinions, but upon all the
great questions that affect this tariff legislation the Republican
members of the committee have been entirely unanimous; and
the committee appreciate to the fullest extent the fact that
their associates in this body, with a few exceptions, have stood
behind them and given them their generous support and ap-

proval. We should be less than human if we did not fully
appreciate that support.

We shall continue the same course in the future that we have
adopted in the past, and whenever Senators come to us and
say that we have made mistakes, errors in judgment, and con-
vince us that changes ought to be made, they will be made,
and be made promptly, without reference to criticism or denun-
ciations on the part of any Senator or Senators.

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, just a moment.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield
to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. BORAH. Certainly.

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, during this entire debate the
Senator from Rhode Island frequently refers to the Finance
Committee. Of course those of us here perfectly understand
that he means the majority of the committee.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think perhaps I did not state clearly, as I
should have stated, the fact that I was referring simply to the
Republican members of the committee.

Mr. BAILEY. We all understand that here, but possibly
when they are debating some other tariff bill some benighted
Senator will do us the honor to review these proceedings. I
therefore think it well enough once for all to say that except
when the Senator from Rhode Island specially declares other-
wise his references to the Finance Committee include only the
Republican majority of that committee.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the
matter of the action of the committee or to take any part in-
the discussion as to the particular action of the committee this
morning. I am not seriously disturbed over the probability of
the committee leaving the amendment of the Senator from Wis-
consin in the air, if it should desire to do so, and I have no
idea that they desire to do so.

I merely wanted to say a word in view of the vote which I
proposed to cast with reference to the Philippine tariff, both in
this bill and the bill which will come later before the Senate,
The broad subject which is involved here is our relationship to
the Philippine people. I am not going into an extensive discus-
sion of that relationship, or what it ought to be, further than to
say that I propose to cast every vote that I do cast here with
a view of loosening the bands that ties the Philippine people to
the United States Government.

I am aware that when I speak that sentiment I express a
view perhaps contrary to the view of the President of the
United States, for whose opinion and for whose great service
to those people I have a profound regard. Nevertheless, I have
a firm conviction that the first duty of the people of the United
States is to arrange and prepare those people for separate and
ind;ependent government and for separate and independent sov-
ereignty.

I do not believe that it is in accordance with the spirit of
our Constifution or with the spirit of our institutions that we
should continue a policy which must have for its ultimate effect
the binding to us of a colonial possession and in a sense a people
governed and controlled by colonial policies.

While I must therefore differ to some extent with my party
and with the President in these matters, nevertheless, it is a
conviction which I ean not put aside for mere party policy. I
regret that the committee has not seen fit to go further than it
has. I regret that the commitee has not seen fit to wipe out
the clause in the sugar provision with reference to the tariff. I
regret very much any step or any movement which would seem
to bind these people closer to us, because I believe what they
are entitled to and what the interests of the United States de-
mand is a separate and independent sovereignty just as soon as
we can give it to them.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to make an inquiry of
the honorable Senator from Rhode Island in regard to the
effect of this particular amendment.

I think it is generally conceded that the provisions in the bill
which permits the introduction of sugar from the Philippine
Islands to the extent of 300,000 tons free of duty will represent
in duties thus lost to the Government about $10,000,000. That
is not the question I wish to ask the Senator. It is something
leading up to it

‘We have had this morning read from the desk a commmunica-
tion from those who are engaged in the manufacture of cigars,
in whieh it is stated that the introduction of 150,000,000 cigars
from the Philippine Islands free of duty will displace the reve-
nue from a corresponding number of imports to an amount of
$7,600,000. With the number reduced to 70,000,000, if that
amendment should be adopted the question I want to ask the
Senator is this— [A pause.]




3238

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 15,

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator commenced to ask a
question some time ago, but I lost sight of the gquestion in his
preliminary statement. If he will tell me the question, I will be
very glad to answer it.

Mr. BACON. I was proceeding to state it when the Senator
deliberately turned his back to talk with some members of
the committee.

Mr. ALDRICH. All right.

Mr. BACON. I was stating it, and let me say I was not
stating it in a manner which the Senator could not have under-
stood if he had paid attention.

Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator’s premises were so con-
trary to what I understood to be the fact

Mr. BACON. That simply led up to the other question and
was entirely independent of it, except in the relation which
they might bear to each other. There was nothing in the first
question which made it necessary that the Senator should un-
derstand in order that he should reply to the second.

I will repeat it, in response to the Senator’'s request. I
stated the fact, prior to the time when the Senator withdrew
his attention from me, that a communication had been read
from the desk, sent to the Senator from Wisconsin by some
parties engaged in cigar manufacturing, in which it was stated
by them that upon a caleulation made the estimated value of
the duty upon 150,000,000 cigars would be $7,500,000. With
the propesed amendment reducing the number to 70,000,000
cigars, we might say, in round numbers, it would be half that
or a little less than half. With that half the corresponding
< revenue or loss of revenue would be three and a quarter million
dollars.

I desire to know of the Senator whether his committee, in
fixing this limitation within which there should be a free im-
portation of cigars from the Philippine Islands, estimated the
amount of revenue which would be lost by that amount of free
importation?

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator's question involves so many
things he will have to bear with me if he expects an answer.
1t will take a little time. It is a question which can not be
answered categorically.

Mr. BACON. The Senator says there are so many “ifs.”” I
will state it with one “if.” Possibly that may be within my
power of felicitous expression, I will not say in the power of
the Senator to comprehend, because of course everybody kunows
le does comprehend, and when there is a failure of comprehen-
sion on his part the cause is undoubtedly mine. Therefore I
will try to state it more simply.

If 70,000,00G cigars are imported free of duty from the Philip-
pine Islands, what is the estimate of the committee as to the
loss of revenue to the United States Government upon those
70,000,000 cigars thus freely imported? I hope that is suffi-
ciently plainly expressed.

Mr. ALDRICH. That Involves also the same number of “ifs”
and “buts,” and so forth. For instance, the statement which the
Senator vefers to shows that in 1008 there were 1,500,000 cigars
in:ported into the United States from the Philippine Islands
and the year before 1,300,000, in round numbers. It is an im-
possible supposition, but suppose that 70,000,000 cigars will
ever be imported into the United States from the Philippine
Islands, the Senator understands. I suppose, from the start
that this is not a question of revenue. Does the Senator sup-
pose that any Senator upon this side of the Chamber would
suggest the free importation of cigars or anything else from a
foreign country or from territory that was not a part of the
territory of the United States? Does the Senator think that
this is a question of dealing with the free importation of articles
from territory which does not belong to the United States? The
question is entirely aside from any of the considerations which
he is suggesting.

I remember that years ago I was obliged, by bitter experience
at the time, to conclude that a man never loses anything he
never had. We may easily enough construct losses in all our
individual experiences, to say nothing about losses to the Nation,
of things that we never possessed. There is no loss of revenue
in this case, because we never had it, and we never could have
it to the extent which the Senator is talking about. This is
simply and only a question as to how we intend to treat the
Filipinos and the Philippine Islands, they now being in our pos-
session, and no suggestion being made which has either the
approval of the Congress or the approval of the country to sur-
render that territory to anybody else. It is whether we shall
recognize our obligation to that people and whether we shall try,
within proper limits, to give them aid and assistance. That is
the whole guestion which is involved in these amendments.

Mr. BACON. ' Mr, President, I may be mistaken in my recol-
lection, but if I am not, the Senator has changed his views in
a few years on the question of the free importation of goods
from the Philippine Islands.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have never changed my opinion upon that
subject. So far as my personal views are concerned, I would
go much further than any suggestion which is made in this bill.

Mr. BACON. I presume, after the statement of the Senator,
I am undoubtedly mistaken in my recollection that he voted
against the removal of duties on importations from the Philip-
pine Islands. I presume that from the Senator's present state-
ment I am incorrect in that recollection. I am not, however,
incorrect in my recollection that a majority of the Senator’s
party in this Chamber did oppose it and defeat it. I supposed
that, with the usual dominance of the Senator, he was with the
majority in that instance, as he has been in almost all others
since. .

But, Mr. President, the Senator has replied with a good deal
of feeling to a question which I asked for information. I asked
it purely for information.

Mr. ALDRICH rose.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will excuse me a moment I wanted
to know whether or not the Finance Committee had investigated
this matter and had come to any conclusion in regard to it.
I presumed from the readiness with which the Senator replied
to the suggestion as to the amount of revenue lost in the matter
of sugar they had considered that and the Senator had the
information to give us on that subject. Having considered the
question with reference to sugar, I supposed they had also
considered it with reference to ecigars. I wanted to get in-
formation in reference to it, and I asked it with utmost good
faith, believing that the Senator could give it.

So far as the question being a matter of discussion about the
loss of something we never had, I do not think the Senator is
entirely correct in that, for these reasons, if I do not in giving
them too much complicate it by again illustrating by sugar
and do not call down upon myself the severe eriticism of the
learned Senator:

There is a certain amount of sugar to be consumed in the
United States. The production of sugar in this country is less
than our consumption. Consequently the balance must be made
up by importation, and if a certain amount of that importation
is by artificial means induced to come from the Philippine
Islands and is introduced free, it neccessarily decreases the
amount of the importations from other countries, which do not
come in free, and therefore there must necessarily be a loss of
revenue to the extent of every pound that comes in from the
Philippine Islands free. Now, by way of illustration, I do not
know that the illustration would hold in its entirety as con-
trolling the guestion of the importation of ecigars, but it cer-
tainly will throw some light upon it.

Mr. ALDRICH rose.

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I will
then yield with pleasure. There are, of course, very many more
cigars consumed in the United States than are produced in the
United States. T"» production is less than the consumption,
and the possible production, you might say, is less than the
consumption, for the reason that we do not manufacture to a
sufficient extent or produce to a sufficient extent the class of
tobacco that is made up into cigars.

There are a certain number of millions of cigars to be im-
ported upon which we derive a very handsome revenue in the
way of impost duties. If we provide for seventy million of that
surplus to come from another country free, of course we de-
crease to that extent the number of cigars which are to be im-
ported and upon which there would be a duty. Consequently it
is not a question of the loss of something which we did not
have.

I now yield with pleasure to the Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH. We import a certain amount of cigars from
Cuba and not any particular amount from anywhere else, It
is extremely doubtful in my mind whether we shall ever import
under any circumstances any considerable amount of cigars
from the Philippine Islands. We have imported a million and a
half. I think that is the maximum in any one year,

I will say to the Senator, as far as the loss of revenue is con-
cerned, if the cigars which we have ever imported from the
Philippine Islands had not been admitted free the loss of revenue
on them would have been $712, The same rule which applies
to Cuban cigars to a certain extent and Porto Rican cigars do
not now apply to the Philippine cigars. DPIossibly there may

a taste grow up in the United States for Philippine cigars.
It never has up to this time. So far as that part of it is con-
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cerned, I think we are now only in the dark as to what cigars, if
any, will be imported into the United States.

But, as I said before, it is not a question of revenue. It is
true that if we should import from the Philippine Islands
300,000 tons of sugar free of duty the country would lose the
revenue from that 300,000 tons if it was imported frem some
country that was obliged to pay a duty, and the amount of
that duty is a bonus unquestionably to the producers of sugar
in the Philippine Islands.

Mr. BACON. The same as if it were taken out of the
Treasury ?

Mr. ALDRICH. No,
Treasury.

Mr. BACON. It would be but for that.

Mr. ALDRICH. That might be. There might be a great
many things go into the Treasury if it were not for circum-

stances.
Mr. BACON. It prevents that ameount from going into the

Treasury.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is entirely problematical whether there
would be any large amount; but whether the amount is large
or small, whatever it is, is a bonus to the sugar producers of
the Philippine Islands.

Mr. BACON. Of course.

Mr. ALDRICH. In other words, it is an encouragement to
people who are under the United States flag and inhabiting
territory belonging to the United States. That is all of the
proposition.

Whether the aid or assistance or encouragement proposed
goes too far or not every Senator must decide for himself; but
I can not conceive of any Senator of the United States, with
the obligations which we are under to that people, who would
not only be willing, but anxious, to do everything possible to
encourage those people to develop their industries, to put them
on the road to self-government, which is what we are all after,
I take it.

Now, that is the whole proposition. I ean conceive that a
Senator might think we were doing too much or too little, but
I can not conceive any Member of the American Senate not
feeling that we must do something, and do as much as possible,
in that direction.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator by his remarks
opens considerations that I did not intend to enter upon at all.
The Senator and I were both in the Senate at the time the
question eame up as to whether we sghould deprive that people
of the right to govern themselves and whether we should take
possession of them and hold them as a conquered province.
Upon one side of that question was the Senator from Rhode
Island; upon the other side of it, whether my efforts were
feeble or otherwise, was myself; and it will always be to me
a source of personal gratification that by no word or vote of
mine was that great wrong done to that people or was that
great injury done to the United States.

I am not going into it now; we have thrashed it over in the
Senate in the years past, and I am willing to stand on the
record. I echo every word the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran]
this morning said on this subject. I think the words of the
Senator from Rhode Island as to the desire of this people to
put the Filipino people on their feet, that they might be for-
warded in self-government, are not consistent with the vote
which the Senator cast yesterday afternocon or last night—I
have forgotten which. =

Mr. ALDRICH. On what?

Mr. BACON. On the amendment offered by the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Sroxe], which simply committed ourselves
to the proposition that we would do this in time. If is true it
said not exceeding fifteen years; and, Mr. President, when those
who profess to wish that the Filipinos shall enjoy an independ-
ent government put it in the indefinite, distant future, genera-
tions ahead, and they go forward to tighten the bonds which tie
us to that country, professions of an intention to turn them
looge do not amount to anything. There can be no Senator in
the sound of my voice who does not know the fact that if we
tie that country, whether by innumerable commercial bonds, in-
numerable bonds of interest with those in this country who will
be influential to see that their interests are there protected and
fostered and advanced, the day will never come when we will
be rid of what I consider to be, so far as concerns the United
States, a very body of death. So far as the interests of this
country are concerned, it is a monumental injustice, perpetrated
by a Government based upon free institutions, which tie us to a
people every impulse of every man of which is for freedom and
for independence.

But, Mr. President, I am not going to discuss that now. I did

gir; because it never was in the

not rise for the purpose of starting anything of that kind; I was

impressed by the fact, Mr. President, that while we might per-
mit that people to work out their own salvation, as they ought
to do, we are in what I consider to be a false pretense, extend-
ing to them alleged benefits at a time when we are but forging
all the stronger the manacles which shall enslave them forever.

It has been suggested to me, in response to the statement of
the Senator, that the importations of cigars from the Philip-
pines are so very small as to amount to nothing; if it be true
that the small importations from that country do not give prom-
ise of any larger importation, why fix the limit at 70,000,000, or
60,000,000, or 50,000,000, unless it is expected that that limit is
to be reached?

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, for the same reason that we
are extending this aid in every direction which presents the
possibility or probability of use. It may be true, as I said,
that the taste may grow up in this country for Philippine cigars
or Philippine tobaceco.

Mr. BACON. I want to say something in regard to that mat-
ter. I am glad the Senator mentioned it, because I was about
to forget it.

I am not now addicted to the weed, except a very occasional
indulgence; but the time was when I was a regular smoker, and
I have smoked, to a considerable extent, Philippine cigars. I
have smoked them in the islands, and I have smoked them when
they have been sent to me from the islands. I want to say to
the Senator that they are, according to my taste, a very desira-
ble cigar—a cigar, I believe, that could be made extremely popu-
lar in this country if it should be generally introduced.

The question as to the amount which has been introduced in
the past when a tariff existed is not an index as to what will
be the amount imported when there is no tariff upon it. If the
importation is not to be increased, then it is not going to give
any such benefit to the Filipinos as the Senator promises; and
if it is to be introduced, then it does come to the question of
the displacement of an amount of importation from other coun-
tries where we would have import duties.

It was not with a view to any argument of this question that
I made the inquiry of the honorable Senator, but in good faith
I wanted to know if the Finance Committee, represented by its
majority membership, when they brought in here an amend-
ment limiting the amount of importations to 150,000,000 cigars,
had considered the question, if the 150,000,000 cigars which are
thus permitted free should be imported, what would be the
loss of revenue to the Government? We are certainly entitled
to that information. v

Mr. ALDRICH. My, President——

Mr. BACON. When it was reduced to 70,000,000, I wanted
to know if the committee had considered it.

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be impossible for any man to make
a mathematieal ealenlation on a matter of speculation.

Mr, BACON. Certainly, not with aceuracy.

Mr. ALDRICH. You can not do it with approximate ac-
curacy ; there are so many different conditions which affect the
rate, for instance, which would be imposed on cigars—their
value, their size. There ig an infinite variety of conditions.

The Senator can make that mathematical calenlation himself
as well as I can. He knows what the duties are on cigars, I
take it, and he knows that we must take a certain amount, but
it is entirely a matfer of calculation whether the number is
one million or two million or fifty million or sixty million or
seventy million. If there are seventy million of a certain char-
acter imported, one counld state what the duty would be. But
that is not the question involved here at all.

Mr. BACON. I think both questions are involved.

Mr. ALDRICH. Al right; the Senator has a right to his
own opinion. He is as good a mathematician as I am. He can
caleulate with equal facility with myself as to how many would
be imported and what the duty would be if not admitted free.

Mr. BACON. I should like to say to the Senator that his
reply to me is one which he could have made to any question
for information which any Senator could have propounded to
him in the progress of this debate as to probable revenue. Yet
the Senator stood in his place right where he now sits and
figured out, I think, to a 50-cent piece what was to be the revenue
from this entire bill. He could have with great propriety
turned to the Senate and said, “ Why should I give you any
such information? You are all good mathematicians; take a
peneil and paper and figure it out for yourselves.”

Mr. ALDRICH. In estimating the revenue I did not estimate
any revenue from free importfations.

Mr. BACON. No; I said the entire revenue under this Eill;
I did not say from free importations. I have been handed by
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwrLAnNDps] the statement which
the Senator from Rhode Island made on the 14th of June, which
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was yesterday. There the Senator made a precise statement as
to sugar, and I ean not understand how there can be any more
difficulty in the matter of estimating regarding cigars than there
iz as to the matfer regarding sugar., On page 3180 of the
Recorp the Senator from Rhode Island is reported to have said
yesterday :

Mr. President, this proposition is practically to Eu’ the sugar pro-
ducers of the Philippine Islands a bounty of about 1.68 cents per pound.

That, I am told by the Senator from Nevada, is $10,000,000
annually on 300,000 tons. That is what I had understood. Of
course, though, that is not the question now. We are not now
on the sugar question; we are on the cigar question.

I want to say this, and very frankly: When the question of
annexing foreign land, tropical land, was involved in the votes
which we had in the Senate eleven years ago, I recollect saying
that while I was not a protectionist, and I am not, that while I
do not believe in the principle or in the practice, I was not in
favor of going ont and hunting up countries in the world for
the purpose of having them come into competition with the
productions of our own couniry and in competition with the
industries of our own country. That view of it I have now. I
do not believe in a protective tariff, nor do I believe in taking
the Philippine Islands and encouraging industries there with
the undoubted and necessary effect of bringing them into com-
petition with industries in this country.

I think it is true the Senator has no anticipation of the in-
troduction of any 70,000,000 cigars. Then this limitation ought
not to be put at that rate. If it is true that there are to be
only one or two million cigars imported, we ought to have a
limitation, if any at all, which would be corresponding in
amount.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the papers which have been
read show the anticipations on the part of cigar makers that
the amount will be greatly in excess of 150,000,000,

Mr. BACON. Then, Mr. President, why should the Senator,
or why should the Senate—possibly they are synonymous terms,
so far as the gquestion of what shall be done in this bill is con-
cerned—why should the Senate unduly alarm and disturb a
large body of our citizenry by the fixing of a limitation which
they think will be reached, and which, if reached, will be of
great disadvantage to them at a time when the Senator says
that there is no possibility that it will be reached or any prospect
of it?

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is very difficult for me at
times to understand the reasoning of the Senator from Georgia.
He is now expressing great alarm, which seems to affect him
seriously, that there may be importations into the United States
to the disadvantage of some workingmen in the United States.
That alarm has not been expressed heretofore on any of these
schedules, so far as I have heard, either by his voice or by his vote,

Mr. BACON. The Senator is undoubtedly mistaken.

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, he picks out the wards of the United
States, the people to whom we are under the greatest obliga-
tions, and suddenly becomes a protectionist,

Mr. HEYBURN. Not under obligations.

Mr. ALDRICH., Well, we have obligations to them. We
have the greatest obligations. Suddenly the Senator from
Georgia becomes a great protectionist

Mr. BACON. No; the Senator is mistaken about that.

Mr, ALDRICH. And, with the greatest anxiety in-his voice,
he appeals to us to save the workingmen of the United States
from the competition of somebody. Now, I hope the Senator
will, in the consideration of this bill, extend that sympathy to
workingmen employed in other industries in the United States,
and by his volce and his vote try to save those workingmen
from competition in every direction.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator is entirely mistaken.
I have not changed in any particular. I am still opposed to
levying a tax on importations for the purpose of benefiting
private industries, no matter who may be the beneficiaries un-
der such a tax. At the same time, while I repeat that that is
true, I am not so indifferent to those industries that I am in
favor of going out to the islands of the sea for the purpose of
fostering industries and bringing them info competition, un-
necessarily, with our own.

Mr. ALDRICH rose, >

Mr. BACON, I hope the Senator will pardon me a moment.
I have not got through. I heard him through with great pa-
tience, and waited until he took his seat before I began to reply.

Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island says that I
have shown indifference to the question of the laboring men in
this country. The difference between the Senator and myself
in that regard is this: We take a broader view of the interest

of the laboring men. This entire tariff legislation, although
there are some pretenses to a more enlarged view, when prop-
erly analyzed is in the interest of a very small percentage of
the laboring men of the United States. All these schedules,
which are not deceptive delusions, are for men engaged in cer-
tain lines of industry, which constitue, in the number of those
engaged, I think, possibly one-twentieth of the others engaged in
the industries of the United States, certanly not over a tenth
of those who are actually engaged in them, and all the other
nine-teths of those laboring men have to pay tribute in order
that these men may have increased wages, and, as the Senator
from Montana [Mr. CarTeEr] said two or three days ago, that
they may have a bill of fare equal to that furnished by the
best hotel in Washington City.

Mr. President, some of us on this floor represent a large
number of the laboring class, who contribute very much by their
labors to the wealth of this country, who get not one dollar of
benefit under this bill, but who have imposed upon them bur-
dens, which they bear every hour of the day and of the night,
in order that others may reap that which they have not sown.
As the Senator from Montana said, he wants a high tariff on
raw wool in order that the sheep herder of Montana shall
have $40 a month of wages, and board equal to that at the
New Willard ; wages which the legitimate profits of their busi-
ness will not give them, and board which the legitimate profits
of their business will not afford to them, but to secure which
they must tax the men who labor in the cotton fields. They
are the men, Mr. President, as well as millions of others in
other employments, about whom we are concerned. We are
concerned as to the whole country, but we absolutely protest
against a policy which seeks to tax nine-tenths of the people in
order that one-tenth may have that which the legitimate re-
wards of their labor will not give to them.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island?

Mr. BACON. I do.

Mr. ALDRICH. The arguments and theories of the Senator
from Georgia belong to past and forgotten ages.

Mr. BACON. Well, the Senator is mistaken about that.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. Now, let us see. There is not
a protectionist or a man who defends the protective policy in
the United States, or anywhere else that I know of, who does
not defend it as a national policy. If the policy of protection
does not give wages to all of the laboring people of the United
States engaged in all of the industries in every vocation, then
it is indefensible.

Mr. BACON. Then, it is without defense, if the Senator from
Rhode Island depends upon that defense of it.

Mr., ALDRICH. I say, without hesitation, that every wage-
earner in the United States gets the advantage; that it is a
national policy; that it raises the general scale of wages; that
it enables our people to live in a better and more comfortable
way. That is what the doctrine of protection is. It is not for
the people who are engaged in any specific industry.

Does the Senator think that a boiler maker or a man who is
running an engine in a protected manufactory will get greater
wages than the man who is running an engine across the street
in some other enterprise that is not protected? Certainly we
have never advanced any such doctrine as that. We hold no
such doctrine as that. The Senator from Georgia is setting up
a man of straw which nobody on this side has ever claimed
existed. We have no such idea about it at all.

We ask the Senator from Georgia to join us in the protec-
tive policy for the benefit of the men who are working in the
cotton fields in his State, for the benefit of the men who are
raising cotton in his own State, in order that they may have
this higher scale of wages which the protective policy makes
possible in the United States. We ask him to join with us in
the protective policy—he, of course, politely declines—because
it enables the people of Georgia, as well as the people of my
State, to live more comfortably and more in consonance with
our ideas of the way that ecivilized people ought to live.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island
is too well informed a man for me to give him eredit for sin-
cerity when he says that the protective-tariff system is a benefit
to the man who produces cotton, the man who labors in the
field producing cotton, or the man who employs labor producing
cotton. I will tell the Senator how the protective tariff benefits
the man who raises cotton. The Senator from Ithode Island
knows the fact that the protective tariff does not affect the price
of cotton. The price of cotton is fixed in the free markets of
the world, and no duty which could be put upon cotton would
advance the price of cotton, As I have said in this Chamber,
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if you were to put $10 a pound upon cotton, it would not in-
crease the price of cotton in this country a fraction of a hun-
dredth part of a mill.

Of course, Mr. President, those who are engaged in the pro-
duction of any article must have their wages measured by the
value of the article which they produce and by the profit which
may be made in its production. While it is true that the pro-
tective tariff does not in the slightest degree enhance the wages
of a man engaged in the production of cotton, or the profits of
the man who employs the laborer engaged in the production of
cotton, it is also true that the so-called “ benefits™ that the
protective tariff confers upon the man engaged in the produc-
tion of cotton are the benefits of tremendous and burden-
some taxation upon every article which he has to use in the
production of that cotton.

It is even now grown to be considered to be a tremendous
favor, if the small amount of revenue, which is to be derived
from fertilizers, is to be remitted in his favor. Senators are not
willing even that there should be the small concession of free
bagging and ties; but upon every piece of harness, upon every
piece of machinery, upon every trace chain, upon every vehicle
and tool and implement, upon everything which is used outside
of what he can make upon the farm in the way of food, there is
an immense tax, which the farmers have to pay, and on account
of which they receive no reciprocal benefit whatever. On ac-
count of this tariff tax the cotton farmer must pay two prices
for all these things. And this is not only true of the cotton
growers, but in greater or less degree of all others in the United
States engaged in agriculture.

Mr. President, I want to say one word in regard to what the
Senator from Rhode Island says about his State. Whenever you
impose a protective-tariff system under which the direct benefits
go to those who are engaged in manufacturing, and where it is
a matter merely of theory as to whether or not anybody else
gets any reciprocal or resulting indirect benefits, if it is true
under these conditions that there is in one part of the country
great concentration of manufacturing enterprises and a com-
paratively small amount of it in the other parts of the country,
the necessary result of it is that in the country at large, and
from the people at large, there is a tremendous revenue gath-
ered for the benefit of those engaged in manufacturng, and
all of it poured into the particular section where this manu-
facturing interest is concentrated.

Mr. President, take these schedules or the schedules of any
protective tariff, and figure out honestly and sincerely what
benefits the agricultural classes get under it and what benefits
the manufacturing classes get under it, and then, when you have
arrived at the conclusion, which is inevitable, that the mann-
facturing classes gel immeasurably the greater benefit—when
you go a step further and show that while they get the greater
benefit, they are so concentrated in one particular section that
they get almost the entire benefit, and the agricultural classes,
spread over the country, bearing the burdens, getting no benefit,
it is no wonder, Mr, President, that New England is solid for
the protective tariff. I should like to know how much of agri-
cultural interest there is in New England. Almost her entire
industries are the protected industries of the country. It is
true, as the Senator says, that it is not limited to the man who is
engaged in making a boiler, upon which there is a protective
tariff, hut that it extends to another across the street making
something else; but it unfortunately happens that that other
something else is also protected, and the man who is not pro-
tected, and can not in the nature of things be protected, has
to be taxed to pay them both.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr, BACON. I do, with pleasure,

Mr. GALLINGER. I would say to the Senator that the peo-
ple of New England, a large portion of whom are employed in
the so-called * protected industries,” consume between five and
six million barrels of western flour each year, and every bushel
of corn, of barley, and of oats, and every pound of beef that they
consume comes from the farmers of the West.

Mr. BACON. Ohb, yes.

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I submit to the Senator that the
farmers, after all, are getting a good deal of benefit out of the
fact that the operatives in the mills of New England are being
kept employed. I will say to the Senator that the consumption
of flour in the six New England States, under a tariff law that
destroyed to a large extent our industries, was reduced one-half,
and the farmer suffered to that extent because of the legisla-
tion of the Senator's party a few years ago.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island
spoke of an antiquated argument. I should like to know if
there is one more hoary with age and one that would be gray,
if it were not baldheaded, than the argument just suggested by
the Senator from New Hampshire as to the market furnished
by the manufacturing industries to agricultural products., Of
course I understand that the Senator will not——

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will answer
it, I should be very happy to hear his answer. If he thinks
that the people of New England, consuming the products of the
western farmer, are not doing something toward benefiting
the western farmer, I should like to know the logic of the
Senator on that point.

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, while this hoary-headed
argument is advanced with so much confidence, I should like to
know what would become of the products of the manufacturing
classes if the agriculturists were not there to take them and
use them?

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is a reciprocal matter.

Mr. BACON. Of course it is, Mr. President, so far as that
is concerned; but the difference is that the farmer sells his
product to the manufacturer at its real value, while he is com-
pelled to buy the products of the manufacturer at artificial, high
prices, and there are ten agriculturists to where there is one
manufacturer. y

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is mistaken about that. If
he means merely manufacturers, that is true; but if he means
employees, it is not quite correct.

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, I have not got the statis-
tics before me now, and I do not speak with accuracy, but of
course we all know that very much the larger proportion is in
favor of the agricultural classes as opposed to the manufac-
turing classes, even including their employees.

But, Mr. President, I had no expectation of doing anything
more when I rose than to ask information from the Senator
from Ithode Island. I am sorry I can not get it. I should like
to know very much if the 150,000,000 or 70,000,000 cigars which
are to be imported from the Philippine Islands—whether or not
the Finance Committee, or the majority members of if, have
made any estimate as to the amount of revenue which wounld
be represented—I will put it in this way for the Senator—by a
corresponding importation from some country where there is a
duty imposed?

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, perhaps it will inform the
Senator if I say that the duty on cigars is four dollars and a
half and 25 per cent ad valorem; and perhaps he may be able
to tell us what that would be on a thousand Philippine eigars.
I am not able to do so at present. It depends entirely upon
how much they weigh and various other things in connection
with them.

I do not intend to be led into a discussion of the general
question of protection, but I will say to the Senator from Geor-
gia that it can be established beyond the slightest doubt that
the people engaged in agricultural pursuits in the United States
are the principal beneficiaries of the protective policy. It is
proximity to profitable markets which is the basis of the pro-
tective system.

Mr. BACON. Well, Mr. President, that is something, of
course, that requires a good deal of argument on both sides,
and would occupy more time than could be now properly
devoted to it. It certainly does mot apply to those engaged in
the production of cotton, which keeps the balance of trade in
this country and has kept it for forty years, and without which
it would have been against us most if not all the time.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

Mr, BACON. I bave finished. I yield to the Senator from
Nevada.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I merely wish to state, Mr. President,
that the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacox] has inquired of
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Arpricr] what amount
of duty would be lost to the Treasury of the United States by
permitting the free importation of 70,000,000 of Filipino cigars.
The Senator from Rhode Island was unable fo give an esti-
mate, or, at all events, did not give an estimate. The Senator
from Rhode Island was able to give an accurate estimate of
the amount that would be lost to the Treasury of the United
States by the bounty on their sugar to the Filipino producers.
I quote from his language of yesterday at page 3180 of the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD ;

Mr. AvoricH. Mr. President, this proposition is practically to pa
the sugar producers of the Philippine Islands a huu‘;:lty of nguut feg
cents per pound.

One and sixty-eight one-hundredths cents per pound means a
little less than $35 a ton, and that rate on 300,000 tons would be

.
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$10,000,000 in bounty, as the Senator from Rhode Island states,
to the Philippine producers. That amount is lost to our Na-
tional Treasury as the duty paid upon the importations of
foreign sugar and is turned over to the Philippine producers.

With reference to cigars, an equally accurate estimate can
be made by the Senator from Rhode Island. The duty upon
cigars is $4.50 per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. The table
which the Senator from Rhode Island has prepared states that
the total ad valorem duty on ecigars is 151 per cent, The action,
then, of the committee proposes to take this duty out of the
National Treasury and to turn it over as a bounty to the Fili-
pino producers of cigars. Certainly four dollars and a half
per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem would amount at least
to 5 cents on each cigar, for 100 cigars must weigh approxi-
mately a pound; so that 5 cents on 70,000,000 cigars would be
three and a half million of dollars lost to the National Treas-
ury and paid over as a bounty to the Filipino producers.

TO WHOM WILL THE BOUNTY BE PAID.

Now, I wish to remark regarding the Filipino producers that
this bounty is not paid to the humble worker who makes the
cigars, but it is paid to the great combination in the Philippine
Islands that has practically the control of the cigar industry
there, just as the Bocks have the control of the cigar industry
in Cuba. Those who have been to the Philippine Islands will
recall the fact that there is an immense building in the city of
Manila, the largest and most valuable building there, devoted
entirely to the business of the great tobacco combination and
trust organized under the Spanish law, which had a monopoly
practically of the tobacco business before our occupation, and
which has continued it since. So that the action propesed by
the committee means that $10,000,000 of sugar duties will be
taken from the Federal Treasury and turned over; not to the
workers upon the sugar plantations, but to the big planters
owning large tracts of land, and probably to the sugar trust
itself, which will ultimately monopolize the cultivation and
produetion of sugar in the Philippines if it shall prove profitable,
as they are now doing in Cuba. It will also take three and a
half million of dollars out of the National Treasury, which
otherwise would go there as duties upon 70,000,000 of cigars,
and pay that over, not to the workers, but to this great tobacco
combination. I ask how much of it will filter through the
hands of these great combinations and into the pockets of the
Filipino workmen, the common men, the peasants, whom these
bounties are intended to benefit and whose education and ad-
vancement and prosperity it is intended to promote?

I call attention to the fact that in cigars and sugar alone we
are to give annual bounties of over $13,000,000 to these great
interests. Wonuld it not be better, instead of doing that, to con-
sider direct aid to the Philippine Commission itself, either in the
shape of a bond issue or of a direct appropriation, that will
enable them to go right down to the class of people whom it is
intended to benefit, and train them in agricultural and industrial
pursuits, and let them receive the benefit of this bounty, instead
of the favored interests?

Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada
yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will yield in just a moment. I call
attention to the fact that this bounty is not for one year; it is
for twenty years; it is for all time if those islands remain in
our perpetual occupation; and during twenty years the total
sum taken from the Federal Treasury and paid to special
interests will amount to $300,000,000, or approximately that;
and that by direct aid—involving only a tithe of that expendi
ture, only a few million dollars annually, and expended wisely
by the Philippine Commission itself—in the advancement of the
agricultural methods of the common people themselves would do
more to train these people, to give them an education, and to
train them in habits of industry and improved methods of pro-
duction, than to turn this money over to the great combinations
and the employers of these people, who are simply serfs attached
to the soil.

Mr. HEYBURN. I should like to ask the Senator, if he has
the knowledge—and I think he has—have the Filipinos ad-
vanced since the conguest intellectually or in a material sense?
If so, how much does the Senator think they have advanced?

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is very difficult for me to say, from
the casual observation I had there during a slx weeks' or a
two months' experience; but I should say, from my observa-
tion and from what I heard whilst there, that the Filipino chil-
dren are quite apt at learning; that they are gquite apt in learn-
ing the English language; and that they are quite apt in acquir-
ing new methods. There is a disposition among them, I must

say, to avoid labor, as there is amongst white people in that hot
climate; and whenever they get a little education, the disposi-
tion is to drift away from manual labor into clerical and other
pursuits.

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me further?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly.

Mr. HEYBURN. Had they advanced in material prosperity
as a people at the time the Senator had an opportunity to
observe them?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should judge they had not improved
much materially from what I saw at the time and from what
I heard and from the representations which we have received
since from the commission.

Mr. HEYBURN. Will the Senator permit me to inquire
whether or not, in his judgment, this bill would benefit the
Filipinos?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not think it would benefit the masses
of people themselves; I think that if would promote these great
interests; I think they would absorb the profit; and I think
lt)hoe masses of the people would get very little of this proposed

unty.

Mr. HEYBURN. Would they be injured by the provisions of
this bill in their material prosperity?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Injured only in one way. I should say
that if we stimulate production in those islands by giving them
the prices of this country, prices double the world's prices. and
accustom them to such prices, then, if we should conclude to
let them go, they would have to drop down to the world's prices,
and no man can measure the industrial collapse that would be
caused in those islands by the change. For instance, in this
country they will get 4 cents a pound for their sugar under
this arrangement. At Hongkong they can only get 2 cents.
When we should part with them, they would be compelled to
fall back to the Hongkong price, the price which sustains Java
and whieh sustains other sugar-producing countries. The Sen-
ator can understand that the collapse would be a very serious
one:

Mr. HEYBURN. Would this larger use of money tend in
any way to elevate the grade or character of the lives of those
people?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I can not understand how it would. I
am inelined to think that if you give the great interests that
are employed in production there $15,000,000 or so annually out
of the National Treasury as a subsidy it will be refiected per-
haps in a partial increase in the prosperity of the masses of the
people; but I have no doubt that the mass of this money will
be absorbed by the great employers themselves, and that little
of it will accrue to the benefit of the people. I am talking
now about the comparative eflficiency of the aid given to those
islands. If we have in view a philanthropie purpose there of
aiding the people themselves, so that ultimately they will be-
come prosperous and self-supporting, the thing to do is to aid
them directly.

Mr. HEYBURN. If the Senator will pardon me just a mo-
ment, I was in some doubt whether the Senator's plen was on
behalf of the Filipinos or the American Government, and I
wanted to aseertain, if I could, whether or not it would elevate
or depress the standard of the civilization of the Philippine
Islands.

Mr. NEWLANDS., It is impossible for me to say that the in-
creased expenditure of bounty of nearly $15,000,000 to the pro-
ducers of sugar and to the great combinations that control the
tobaceo there will not to some degree benefit the employees of
those great industries. I would not deny that. But I say the
degree is entirely inconsequential when you eompare the large-
ness of the bounty with the results obtained, and I contend if
we are disposed to enter upon a philanthropic work of giving
these people $15,000,000 annually in order to increase the pros-
perity of the masses of the people, there is a much more effective
and a much more economiecal way.

I should be glad to avoid it myself; I should be glad to en-
tirely administer the Philippines with their own revenues; but
we know now that those islands are comparatively poverty
gtricken ; that they are almost worthless; that the total exports
do not exceed $32,000,000 annually; that the total revenue is
only $17,000,000, a sum hardly adequate to support the municipal
administration of the District of Columbia. The whole revenue,
insular and municipal, amounts to only $17,000,000. At the rate
of $5 a head, if you propose to educate 2,000,000 children in those
islands, it would take $10,000,000 annually, two-thirds of the
entire revenue.

You have entered upon an impeossible task in endeavoring to
train those people in a common langnage and to train them in
industrial pursuits with the small revenue of those islands, and
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you will have to abandon the task or else you will have to in-
crease the amount of money with which it is to be done.

Now, those alternatives being before you, I contend that this
sugar and tobacco bounty is the most expensive and costly and
ineffective way of giving aid to the Filipino people.

Mr. DANIEL. Before the Senator from Nevada sits down
I should like to ask him if there is any idea of this tobacco
coming here paying revenue taxes to the Government?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Here?

Mr. DANIEL. Yes.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know how that is.

Mr. DANIEL. As I understand, it will be free from the
tariff tax. How about the revenue tax?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know. The Senator will have
to inquire of some one else,

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada [Mr.
Newraxps], in his very able remarks on the Philippine Islands,
reminds me a little of the man who was going into the egg
business, He had a hundred hens, counted on a hundred eggs
every day, and had his wealth all figured out. So with the Sena-
tor from Nevada. He has all this sugar and tobacco coming
from the Philippines each year and the natives growing rich.
Just like the egg man. The Senator, in referring to the fact
that the islands will send 300,000 tons of sugar and 70,000,000
cigars here annually, knows from a personal visit to those
islands that that is practically impossible, and that it could
not be made possible within the next fifteen or twenty years,

The tobacco of that country will never come into competition
with the tobacco of this country; and I say that because I
have a knowledge of tobacco, having had experience when I
was a young man in buying leaf tobacco. When the tobacco
was submitted, as the Senator knows, to the party that visited
the Philippine Islands, it was found to be of an inferior quality.
It is fit scarcely for a filler and for a very few wrappers, and
the character of the cigars made is such that they will never
be smoked in any large quantities by the people of this country,

If T were representing here a constituency such as that, say
from Connecticut, I would welcome the coming in of leaf to-
bacco from the Philippine Islands. Why? Because it would
make a market for our wrapper.

The Senator knows, as well as any man can possibly know
from a personal visit, that with the appliances for growing and
producing sugar there, which are most unprogressive, as he has
admitted, the islands can not in the next fifteen years produce
sugar enough to ever send over the amount we provide in this
bill.

I wish to say just this, while T am on my feet, I do not want
to take the time of the Senate, because so much of it is being
wasted that I am ashamed even to rise in my seat. The coun-
try is clamoring for us to stop talking. It is praying for us
to act. I desire to emphasize this all I can. I intend to vote
for everything to come in from the Philippine Islands as I
would from Arizona or Alaska. They either belong to us, they
are either a part of us, or they are not. I believe they are a
part of us, and anything they have to sell they have the same
right to send to this country as Alaska or any other Territory
has. That will be the reason for my vote upon all these propo-
sitions.

We have large cigar-manufacturing establishments in my city,
my home place. We make the noted stogie that is known the
world over, and I am not afraid to go to my people and show
them that we are not injuring the cigar maker because we are
admitting these cigars from the Philippine Islands, because I
believe they have just the same right to come into competition
with the cigars of my city as the cigars from any other State
in this Union have. Consequently, I make this statement, so
that it may be known when I vote that I am not doing it to
injure any industry or to put any man out of employment, but
because I believe those people have the same right that the
people of any other Territory have.

Mr, ROOT. Mr. President, I wish to record my dissent both
from the proposition of the Senator from Wisconsin and from
the reduction in the amount of cigars to be admitted free from
the Philippine Islands, to which the committee has now given
its assent.

I regret that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. BURKETT]
should have for so long a period changed the discussion of this
question into a question of the committee, and I reject his sug-
gestion that a vote which does not agree with the conclusions
of the committee is a vote of want of confidence,

I do not doubt, sir, that the commitfee reached the con-
clusion which they have announced this morning upon the most
painstaking and sincere consideration. Personally, I do not
agree with that conclusion, There are many cigar makers in

my own State who have expressed to me the same opinions
which have been contained in the letters and memorials read
from the desk deprecating any interference with the prosperity
of the cigar-making trade in the United States.

I would not injure the cigar makers of New York or of any
other State, but, in my opinion, sir, they are mistaken in sup-
posing that the passage of the pending measure in its full and
original proportions would be any real injury to them. It ap-
pears by the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue
for the year 1908 that there has been a large and steady in-
crease in the production of cigars in the United States since the
year 1808, That increase has been, notwithstanding the intro-
duction of cigars from Porto Rico, without the payment of
duty.

]ayear with me, sir, while I read the figures which show the in-
crease. There were produced in the United States of cigars in
1898, 4,915,000,000; in 1809, 5,531,000,000; in 1900, 6,176,000,000 ;
in 1901, 6,914,000,000; in 1902, 6,907,000,000; in 1903, 7,308,-
000,000 in 1904, 7,376,000,000; in 1905, 7,551,000,000; in 1906,
8,137,000,000; in 1907, 8,376,000,000,

I do not believe, sir, that the prosperity and growth of the
United States have yet come to an end. Our population will
continue to Increase; our wealth will continue to increase; our
purchasing power will continue to increase, and this steady,
natural, normal growth will continue.

What this measure in its full and original form proposed to
do was to permit the tobacco raisers of the Philippine Islands to
send to the United States a quantity of cigars which at its
maximum could never equidl the actual and regular increase in
the consumption of cigars in this country for one single year.

Mr. President, there can be from this measure, even after the
long course of years has brought it to the fullest development
that is possible, no injury to the cigar makers of the United
States., The utmost that it can do would be to take over to the
Filipinos a part of the possible increase in the cigar business
that is to come in the future.

Mr. President, we have some duties to the Filipinos. I am
sure no Member of this body really desires to bring about a
separation between the Philippine Islands and the United States
by making our administration of the government of those
islands a failure, by making the guardianship of the United
States the cause of injury rather than of benefit, the cause of
disaster and poverty rather than of prosperity and growth.

The die is cast, Mr. President, upon which we have the re-
sponsibility for the Philippine Islands. No action of ours can
reverse it. The good faith, the good name, the honor of the
American people are all pledged to lead the people of the islands
on by paths of growing prosperity and capacity for government
to the point where they will be capable of supporting and gov-
erning themselves.

We can not fulfill that high duty by giving them money, as
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEwrLAnps] would have us do.
Gifts of money tend to reduce the independence of individual
character. We can not fulfill that duty by making the islands
unsuccessful in business, by retarding and confining their in-
dustry. We can fulfill it only By giving to them the opportuni-
ties to grow in habits of industry, to grow in the building up
of national pride and national power, to grow in the aceumula-
tion of property and the diffusion of wealth, lying at the
foundation of civilization. We can fulfill that duty only by
making the people of the Philippines at once prosperous and
intelligent.

Mr. President, we are now proposing in this measure to pro-
vide that all the products of the United States shall be ad-
mitted into the Philippine Islands free of duty. We are pro-
posing to take to ourselves the benefit of the free introduction
of our products into that gateway of the trade of the Orient.
We had already proposed that in return for that benefit to our-
selves we should admit their products free of duty, but with a
limitation upon their great products of sugar and tobacco at
such a point that, in the judgment of the Members of the House
of Representatives, no injury whatever would be done to the
American sugar and tobacco producers. We are now proposing
to cut in two, and more than cut in two, the remnant that the
original measure allowed to be introduced from the Philippines
into the United States free of duty in return for the introduec-
tion of all our produects into the Philippines free of duty.

‘Why, Mr. President, do we not go on and say to the Filipinos,
“You shall take all of our products free of duty, and we will
take none of yours without imposing upon them a duty.” Ab,
sir, we have the power. By the fortune of war the supreme,
the irresistible power of this great Nation has been set over
the weak and distracted people of the Philippines. But the
possession of power carries with it an obligation that rises
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above all considerations of trade, all considerations of particn-
lar and of selfish interests—an obligation that we must recog-
nize, If we do not, dishenor is the name of America. Terrible
and arbitrary power that we -exercise over these poor people,
and they are helpless! They must accept our words.

1 for one, sir, am not willing to vote for a bill which, in my
judgment, secures this great and powerful Nation an undue ad-
vantage over the weak people of the Philippine Islands; and I
am against the reduction, whether the Senator from Wisconsin
or all the committees of the Senate approve it; and I shall vote
against if.

Mr. NEWLANDS., May I ask the Senator from New York
whether his preposal for training the Philippine people in self-
government also involves ultimate independence, and, if so,
when, in his judgment, that can be attained?

Mr. ROOT., I will cheerfully answer the Senator from
Névada. My proposal to train the people of the Philippine
Islands to the capacity for self-government involves the expec-
tation and the belief that the time will come when they will be
able to assume relations to the United States quite similar to
those that now exist between Cuba and the United States, prob-
ably not precisely identical, because the conditions mmst neces-
sarily differ, but that the people of the Philippine Islands shall
assume toward the United States such a relation that they will
exercise the privilege and the right of self-government under
the protecting care of the Government of the United States.

It may be that at some day in the far distant future they will
be able to maintain themselves without that care, but I think
that that period must be regarded as too far in the future to
be made the subject of consideration or discussion now.

As to the question when, I do not think, sir, it will be possi-
ble for the people of the Philippine Islands to reach such capaec-
ity for self-government as to make them able to go alone, even
with the protection of the United States, during the life of the
‘present generation or until a new generation and, perhaps, more
than one new generation, has been trained up under the influences
of education and with observation of the practice of constitu-
tional governments which they now have before them in those
islands.

Mr. President, nations in their development move slowly.
The rules to be applied to them are not those which we apply to
human life. It is impossible to develop a people from the civi-
lization of one century to the civilization of future centuries in
a few months or a few years. Self-government does not come
by nature. It is a matter of development of character, and the
development of character among a people is slow and laborious.

I believe, sir, that we have now upon us a duty we can not
eseape, but must perform, and that we shall be engaged in the
performance of that duty, doubtless with many protests and
many expressions of dissatisfaction, but with a fine, faithful,
and loyal purpose on the part of the American people, after the
Senator from Nevada and the Senator from New York shall
have passed off the scene of action. I do not look to its ac-
complishment during the lives of any who are within the hear-
ing of my voice, but it will be .accomplished, and I am not one
of those, sir, who think that my country will be the worse for
the performance of this great act of unselfish altruism, which
befits the mission of liberty and justice to the poor and the
weak of the earth that is a part of our heritage from our
fathers. )

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I will further ask the Sen-
ator from New York whether within the last twenty years or
more, in the contention which has taken place amongst the
great and powerful nations of the world for the Asiatic trade,
he knows of an instance where any power obtaining territory,
port comcessions, or other favors or concessions of that charae-
ter, has sought to exercise its power in such a way as to ex-
clude from the territory controlled by it the accustomed trade
of other nations. Is this effort made by us for a reciprocal ar-
rangement with our own dependency, which we hold in tfrust
for the Filipino people, to secure a favored arrangement for
ourselves, which permits our imports into the Philippine Islands
free, and to cut out the trade with other nations with those
islands, now constituting over three-fourths of the Philippine
imports, justified at a time when the United States is demand-
ing that the policy of the open door should be maintained in
China, and that no nation, whatever readjustment it may make
with China, whatever status it may obtain in any port, what-
ever control it may acquire over ‘any territory there, shall grant
such a readjustment or secure such control in a way. to inter-
fere with the open door to all mations? 1 ask the Senator
whether the pelicy which we propose to inaugurate there is con-
sistent with the pretensions of ‘our country in China? 5

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I have never heard any one ques-
tion the right of any government to determine itself what the

tariff dues should be upon imports inte its own territory.
That, sir, is mot the open-door question. The *“open deor”
is a phrase that is used as an equivalent for the proposition
that no country should undertake to secure advantages in trade
in the territory of any other country to the execlusion or
detriment of still other nations. Its immediate application
was to the Empire of China, in which a number of countries
were securing concessions and establishing spheres of influence,
It was apprehended a few years ago that those countries would
seek in the concessions and within the spheres of influence to
secure preferential advantages to the exclusion of other coun-
tries. It was against that that the open-door policy was
directed, and not for a moment against the right, the privilege,
the propriety of any country, or every country, fixing its own
tariff dues around its own territories as it saw fit.

We have never questioned and, so far as I know, no one has
ever questioned, the right of China to impose tariff duties at
all her ports. Indeed this country is under a treaty with
China which will haturally and necessarily lead to an inerease of
the duties of China at all her ports. But, sir, what we objected
to, and what the countries of the western world agreed to
and what the countries of the West and the East have now
agreed to, is that no other country should secure over any part
of the territory of China a preference which weould close the
door to her neighbors.

Mr. President, it follows that, whether wise or unwise, the
establishment, as between the United States and the Philippine
Islands, of a tariff arrangement stands on the same basis as
the establishment between the United States and Porto Riceo
of a tariff arrangement. It is upon the same basis as the estab-
lishment between the United States and Hawaii of a tariff
arrangement. We determine for ourselves what shall be the
tariff duties upon the admission of goods to our territory, and
we do not guestion the right of every other country in the world
to determine for itself what shall be the tariff dues upon the
admission of goods to its territory.

Mr. NEWLANDS obtained the floor.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I appeal to the Senator from
Nevada to allow a vote to be taken on this proposition. If we
shall proceed to discuss and consider every phase of every in-
ternational guestion which may be involved with any country
in the world, we shall not pass the bill this year. I hope the
Senator from Nevada will allow a vote to be taken upon this
proposition.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I prefer to reply now to
the remarks of the Senator from New York [Mr. Roor]. I
shall be, of course, mindful of the desire of the Senator from
Rhode Island for an early vote upon the amendment.

As I understand the Senator from New York, he proposes
that the policy of the United States toward the Philippine
Islands shall involve ultimate independence, though that inde-
pendence may be tunder a protectorate and the time is inde-
terminate. He therefore realizes that the Philippine Islands
are to be regarded not as the possessions of the United States,
but as a separate entity temporarily under our conirol, under
a great trust declared by us, that our occupation is simply for
the benefit of the Filipino people and not for our own advan-
tage. Our position, therefore, with reference to the islands is
not that of absolute sovereignty over and ownership of a Terri-
tory to be held for all time as a part of the United States, but
it is the position of temporary occupation under a trust to the
people entitled to independence, whose independence is abso-
lutely assured by the pledged faith of our own Nation.

In that view the Philippine Islands constitute a part of the
Orient entitled ultimately to independent national life, and the
question I presented is, Whether we can intrude ourselves into
the Orient and, under the plea of philanthropy, take possession
of numerous islands there, and then impose upon them the
policy of the closed door to the trade of other nations while we
are insisting that the open door shall be maintained in the
neighboring country of China.

What has been our contention in China? Owur contention has
been that whatever control the great mations sheuld obtain in
China, whether by concession of privilege or concession of terri-
tory, the power of that nation should not be exercised in such a
way as to close the door to other mations, but that equal trade
privileges shounld be maintained to all the nations of the world;
that while China might impose a tariff, that tariff should be
equal to all; net a tariff which would give concessions to Ger-
many because of the power of Germany there, or concessions to
‘England because of the power of Hngland there, or concessions
to Japan because of the power of Japan there.

So conscious has Japan been of the mature of this pledge
demanded by Mr. Hay of the apen door, that when she enterad
upon a war intended to check the aggressions of Russia, and
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took possession of Korea and of Manchuria, she declared her
purpose, in accordance with Mr. Hay's manifesto, to recognize
the integrity and the independence of Korea, and to maintain
the open door in Korea and Manchuria to all the nations of the
world. Japan was entering upon an era of conguest as a means
of national preservation. We in our movements in the Philip-
pine Islands were entering simply upon an era of benevolence—
of international philanthropy. How can we claim that Japan
shonld keep the faith as to Korea and Manchuria, which she
has won by the force of her arms, by the expenditure of enor-
mous sums of money, when we propose to break the faith in the
Philippine Islands?

What is the position of the trade of the Philippine Islands
to-day? She has about $32,000,000 exports and about $32,000,000
imports. From what countries do those imports come? Right
million dollars from England, something less from Germany,
something less from the United States, and the rest of the
importations from Japan, China, and other countries. It is
proposed by this arrangement to give the United States the
right to put its importations into the Philippine markets with-
out the payment of the 20 or the 25 per cent duty imposed by
the Philippine Islands upon importations from every other
country. The purpose is to absolutely monopolize for this
counfry the importations in the Philippines; to exclude the
importations of England, Germany, France, Japan, and China;
to cut off even her importations in the Orient from her neigh-
boring people. And we do this at the same time that we are
demanding of all these nations, England, Germany, France, and
Japan, that in all their negotiations and in all their acquired
concessions, and in all their gaining of spheres of influence in
China, they shall, whatever may be their expenditures, either
in blood or in treasure, preserve the open door and maintain
equal trade facilities in all the ports of China to all the nations
of the world.

8o, I ask, what eonsistency is there in this policy of greed in
attempting to exclude and cut off and annihilate the trade of
other nations with the Philippine Islands, whilst in China we
are demanding the open door, and whilst, on the part of Japan,
we are insisting upon the observance of faith regarding the
Manchurian country, which she has absolutely won by force of
arms, just as thoroughly won as we have won the Philippines?
We are intruders in the Orient. Japan §s a part of the Orient,
yet we demand of her a policy regarding Manchuria and China
which we ourselves refuse to pursue in the Philippines.

WHAT I8 OUR DUTY TOWARD THE PHILIPPINES?

The Senator from New York has commented upon the great
duty which we have to discharge to the Philippine Islands: that
we stand before the world facing all history as to the perform-
ance of the assurance we have given of our philanthropie and
bumane intentions. I would not abate one jot of the perform-
ance of that duty. I only differ as to the method in which that
duty shall be performed. I‘*would much prefer if we could
simply administer those islands upon their own revenunes. But
we have something in view beyond the mere administration of
the islands. We have in view the termination as quickly as
possible of our occupation there. What does that involve? Not
simply the mere administration of the government of the
islands, but the instruction of their people in a common lan-
guage, in improved industrial and agricultural methods, in
the principles of self-government, and in the eapacity to stand
alone.

In that work I would utilize the Philippine revenues, and I
would not eall upon the Government of the United States for
a dollar if the work could be performed with the Philippine
revenues. But all our illusions have vanished regarding those
jslands. We realize that they are not the source of wealth, and
though beautiful to the eye they never can have any great
productive capacity. We realize that all nature is against
them. The cholera is there, the Asiatic cholera, destructive of
man; the surran and rinderpest, so destructive to animals; the
hurrieane and the typhoon, destructive of property and life.

We all realize that the Philippine Islands to-day are taxed
to their utmost capacity, that only $17,000,000 can be raised,
and that that amount of money for the insular government, for
the municipal government, is not adequate, is hardly adequate
to meet the requirements of administration, much less the great
humane, educational, and philanthropic work whieh we have in
view.

If we are to carry out our pledges to the world it has got to
eost us something. We have assumed the role of international
philanthropy, and philanthropy always costs something. What
has it cost us already? Nearly $600,000,000 in war and mili-
tary occupation there. What is it costing to-day in military

expense? One-fourth of the annual expense of our army and
navy is atiributable to our occupation of the Philippines, a
sum aggregating nearly $50,000,000 annually. That is what it
has cost us—$600,000,000 in the past, $50,000,000 annually in
the future. Is it not about time that we were bringing this
great trust to an end, not by abandonment of if, but by working
vigorously and energetically toward the goal of accomplish-
ment? Is it working vigorously and energetically in giving
these people a common langnage when we put enly 500,000 of
their children in their schools and leave 1,500,000 out of school?
Are we training them in habits of industry, in improved meth-
ods of agriculture, when we fail to give them in all their
provinces industrial schools and agricultural schools which can
improve their methods of industry and of agriculture? Will
it not be money saved to accomplish all this work of philan-
throphy in twenty years, instead of stringing it out over one
hundred years? J

Are we to continue this plan of philanthropie work over one
hundred years, costing the United States in military and naval
expenditures $50,000,000 annually and with the prospect of a
war in the end eosting us a billion dollars? Are we to continue
this for a hundred years when by putting a little fire and a little
energy into this philanthropic work we can accomplish it in
twenty? Are we to continue for one hundred years to teach the
Filipino peeple a commeon language, or shall we accomplish it in
ten, fifteen, or twenty years? Do we not all recognize that the
work is to be done with the children and not with the adults,
and that the thorough training of 2,000,000 children for ten
years will mean that in the next generation the majority of the
people of those islands will be speaking the English language,
and that they will then have a common language through which
they can convey to each other their ideas upon government, upon
economics, upon administration, upon morals?

Now, I protest against an ineffective way of doing this. The
Senator from New York says I would make gifts to the Filipino
people that would demoralize them. I would not make gifts to
the Filipino people. I would aveid a bounty of $15,000,000 an-
nually te favored interests in the Philippine Islands, to the great
planters, to the sugar trust which in the fuoture will monopolize
the production there, to the great tobaceo organization whieh
is now there and which will monopolize the tobacco indus-
try in those islands, and I would devote a tithe only, a small
proportion of it, to the advancement of the Filipino people, and
I would put it in the hands of the Philippine Commission and
give them the power to expend it in a way that would best ad-
vance the edueational and industrial development of the Philip-
pine Islands.

I wish to bear witness to the rare judgment and disinterested-
ness and efficiency with which the Philippine Commission is dis-
charging its difficult duties. Their work there is a credit to the
United States. Our work here is not. Instead of appropriating
this $15,000,000 annunally to favored interests, a part of which
enly will filter down to the masses of the people and give them
perhaps a slightly increased prosperity in a slightly increased
way, I would apply only a portion of it to the Filipino govern-
ment itself, not for gifts to the people, not for the purpoese of
debauching them, not for the purpose of demoralizing them, but
for the purpose of enabling the Philippine Commission to carry
out the philanthropic work which we have inaugurated, and
which we must always keep in view, not the simple administra-
tion of the islands, but the instruction of the people in a
common language, the development of industrial and agricul-
tural training, the development of the eapacity to stand alone.

Mr. President, I am proposing no gift to the Filipino people.
I am not to-day proposing any gift to the Filipino people. I
say that if they can not get along with their revenues, if the
United States ean not discharge its great obligation to those
people and to civilization out of the revenues now afforded by
the taxation of that country, then we must either abandon our
trust and leave the islands or we must put up some money;
and I suggest that that shall be done in an efficient way, not in
a way that will debauch and demoralize,

THE PHILIPPINES DIFFERENT FROM PORTO RICO.

The Senator from New York says that their relations are
somewhat similar to those of Porto Rieo. Porto Rico is a
part of the United States. We are exercising no trust regard-
ing Porto Rico. We realize the fact that for all time Porto
Rico is a part of the United States. It will soon receive a
territorial government. It may sometime be admitted to state-
hood. I hope the time will come when Cuba, by voluntary act,
will apply for political union with this eountry, instead of
the maintenance of a mere commercial unien: that she will see
the large advantage of political union with this country, which
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will also involve the advantage of commercial union; and I
hope to see Cuba and Porto Rico one of these days, first as
Territories and then united as a gingle State, in the Union.

Our policy regarding Porto Rico, therefore, is entirely dif-
ferent from that which we should pursue toward the Philip-
pine Islands. Our occupation there is temporary. The Senator
from New York admits that it is temporary. And what policy
are we to pursue under this bill? We are to pursue the policy
of accustoming those people not to the world's prices for their
products, but to the favored prices that exist in the United
States, the subsidized prices, prices double the world’s prices.
We propose to stimulate sugar production there by giving them
not the $40 a ton which they get in the Hongkong market, but
the $75 a ton which they get in the American market.

We propose to stimulate production not by giving them the
power by improved methods to meet the low prices which they
now receive for their products in China, Japan, and in the
Orient generally, but by giving them the subsidized prices
maintained in this country by a tariff amounting on sugar to
nearly 100 per cent and on tobacco to 151 per cent. When our
temporary occupation ends, as he admits it will end, and the
Philippines have a separate autonomy, absolutely distinct from
us, with their own government, their own fiscal system, their
own revenue system, I ask the Senator from New York whether,
under those conditions, those islands can sink to the acceptance
of the world’s prices without an utter collapse of their indus-
tries?

True humanity dictates that we should not accustom them
to the subsidized prices of this country, to these props to their
industries, which later will be withdrawn; but to teach them
by improved methods of industrial training and agricultural
development to meet the world’'s prices; to be able to accept
in Hongkong the price of $40 a ton for sugar, instead of seek-
ing the favored price in the United States of $75 a ton; to be
able to accept the price that Bremen gives and London gives
in the sugar market. Then the Philippines will be able to
maintain their autonomy ; but if you once give them autonomy—
an autonomy based upon the subsidized prices of this country—
and then cut the cord that binds them to this country, they will
be a derelict in the ocean and will go to wreck.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). The
question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. LA Forrerre] to the amendment of the com-
mittee,

Mr, LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I shall detain the Sen-
ate but a moment. I offered the amendment last evening in
the utmost good faith. I said when I offered it that it did
not accord with my own views and that it did not represent
the opinions of the cigar makers of this country. They would
have preferred, as I stated last night, that no cigars from the
Philippine Islands be admitted free of duty. When the Com-
mittee on Finance conceded the reduction I proposed, and even
extended it somewhat, I felt that possibly the Senate might be
willing to make a still further reduction. Because I regard it
unjust to the workingmen employed in this line of manufac-
ture that they be asked to bear the burden of concessions made
to the Filipinos, I sought to get a still further reduction from
the Senate by the amendment which I offered, and which is now
pending.

I grant, Mr. President, that when these islands passed into
our possession we incurred certain obligations with respect to
the Filipinos. While we retain possession we are bound to main-
tain peace and order and do within the limits of reason what
we can to educate, improve, and elevate those whom the for-
tunes of war gave into our custody for the time being. But, sir,
I deny that the plan offered by the committee as an amendment
to this tariff bill, taken as a whole, is fair to the Filipinos.

Almost the entire day yesterday was spent upon a discus-
gion of this amendment in so far as it relates to sugar. I do not
know whether Senators followed closely the debate upon the
provisions' respecting sugar.

The vote upon the amendments offered by the Senator from
Kansas [Mr. Bristow] in support of his contention was very
small; and yet, Mr. President, when all of that debate is re-
viewed and all of the arguments submitted by the Senator from
Kansas in support of his amendments fully considered, I am
confident that many Senators will feel that they did not give
to his arguments and to the facts submitted by him and by the
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crarp] the weight and considera-
tion to which they were entitled.

If we are to deal fairly by the Philippines, we should not,
Mr. President, so adjust our tariff relations with those islands
that they will be compelled to sell the sugar which they pro-
duce to the sugar trust, and forced to buy the refined sugar

which they consume from the sugar trust. If we are to enact
legislation for the benefit of these islands rather than the sugar
trust, then we will reject this entire proposition which hag
come from the Committee on Finance.

Mr. President, coming back to the amendment before the
Senate, I stand here to deny the right of this Government to
gsingle out men in any particular industry, and make them
carry the burden of the so-called * liberality " and * generosity ”
and “ benevolence” which the country should bear as a whole
in helping the people of the Philippine Islands. The producers
of tobacco in Connecticut, the tobacco farmers of Wisconsin, and
all the other States; the manufacturers of cigars and the men
employed in our cigar factories, should not be called upon to
divide their wages and their profits in order to improve the
condition of the people in the Philippine Islands.

I have wondered, Mr. President, whether if those Filipinos
instead of weaving mats were weaving by better processes
cotton cloth, we would find the Committee on Finance ready
to admit into this country the product of their looms free of
duty. Every million of cigars that comes to our custom-house
manufactured by Filipino labor at 37 cents a day will take
away from the cigar manufacturer and the men employed in
his factory labor to produce that million cigars. Fixing it at
60,000,000 or 70,000,000 or 150,000,000, means, unless it is a
fraud upon the Philippine Islands, the importation into this
couniry of that number of cigars. Mr. President, wherever
the line is drawn, it means that the cigar maker of this country
is to lose the labor that enters into every cigar imported free
of duty under this provision.

There are 2,500 cigar makers walking the streets of the cities
of this country without employment, and their families have
nothing to sustain them excepting out of the accumulated earn-
ings of those unemployed men. It is right and proper to con-
sider the Filipino, but it is our first duty, Mr. President, to con-
sider the American wage-earner.

I ask the adoption of this amendment at the lowest point at
which it is possible to get the united support of enough votes to
write it into this bill, and upon the amendment as I have offered
it, fixing the limit at 60,000,000, I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, while the Senator from Wisconsin
has been speaking, I have received a telegram, which I desire to
have read from the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read, in
the absence of objection.

The Secretary read as follows:

DayToN, Ou10, June 15, 1509,
Hon. CHARLES DICKE

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:

The tobacco growers, packers, dealers, and cigar manufacturers and
workmen are united in beseeching you to vote against the free im-
portation of any clgars or leaf tobacco from the Philippine Islands, and
respectfully refer you to the protest of the leaf-tobacco boards of trade,
as well as the Chamber of Commerce of Dayton, Ohio.

THE OHIO LEAF ToBACCO PACKERS' ASSOCIATION.

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate by
discussing the protests referred to nor by their reading, but re-
quest that they be printed in the Recorp. They are the resolu-
tions of the Ohio Leaf Tobacco DPackers’ Association.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection,
permission is granted.

The resolutions referred to are as follows:

TaE OH10 LEAR ToBacCco PACKERS’ ASSOCIATION,
Dayton, Ohio, April 29, 1909.

At a special meeting of the board of directors of the Ohio Leaf To-
bacco Packers’ Association, an association comprising in its membership
all the representative packers of Ohio leaf tobacco, the following reso-
lution was unanimously adopted :

Whereas there is now pending before Congress a tariff bill, in which
a clause provides for the free entry of 300,000 pounds of wr&[}'pcl' leaf
tobacco, 1,500,000 pounds of filler leaf tobacco, and 150,000,000 cigars
from the I’hj‘ljénines. as found in Article 471d, page 189, of sald tariff
bill as report y Mr. Arprici on April 12, 1909 ; and

Whereas if such bill becomes a law it will work a great injustice and
cause untold injury to our tobacco industry, comprising as it does all
the growers, packers, dealers, jobbers, and cigar manufacturers, both in
this State and throughout the United States; and

Whereas the free importation of cigars in a limited guantity, as
specified in said bill, simply works to ﬁrovlde employment for 2,000
Filipincs at a low rate of wages, and takes away the livelihood of the
same number of American citizens, whose cost of living demand: and
who receive fair wages for their work ; and

Whereas sald tobacco which is proposed to be imported free is raised
by cheap Filipino labor, whose cost of living is so small that a very
meager wage scale suffices for their support; and

Whereas the specifying of a * limited quantity " of either the raw
or manufactured article will put into the hands of one or a few large
operators the possibility of absoclutely controlling the importation of
this limited %uant-lty at an abnormal margin of profit; and

Whereas the Importation of a limited q]u-.mtit{] will do more harm to the
general trade in the United States than it will benefit the Filipinos; and

Whereas alo the present lines of duty established by the Dingley
tariff bill the tobacco trade and the producers of tobacco are all fairly
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satisfied now that different Interests have become adjusted to those
rates : Therefore be it

Resolved, That we, as a trade organization and being one of 2 num-
ber of similar or¥uimtions located throughout the tobacco- usmwtng
districts of the United States, whose gu rposes are to promote foster
the gmwing of leaf tobacco a.nd tbe nndltnx and manufacturing
its branches, and to look after th of tobacco ra tohacco
packers, tobacco jobbers, ecigar and tobaoco manmctnrers and their
employees, do hereby strenuously protest against the ad:rutﬂ.l'a?3 free
of d“tt_ﬁ- of any tobacco or cigars whatsoever into the United States
from the Phlllggine Islands ; and be it further

Resolved, T coples of this resolution, duly signed, be printed
and distributed among the members ot the association and dred
associations thmughout the country, each to be forwarded to their
res ve Congressmen and Senators, with a personal request that they
use thelr best efforts to defeat the passage of the proposed measure’;
and be it further

Resolved, That a special appeal be made to Senator Dick, of Ohlo,

who Is a member of the Finance Committes, to use every endeavor to
prevent the passage of the Philippine free clause in the te bill
WarLTER M. BREX President.

NER,
C. H, SOLLIDAY, .Vice-President.
War. {3 LUuEAswITE, Becretary-Treasurer.

Mr. DICK. T also ask to have inserted in the Recorp a pro-
test from the Dayton Chamber of Commerce against the adop-
tion of this provision.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection
permission is granted.

The matter referred to is as follows:

DaxTox, Onx10, May 8, 1909.
Hon. DICKE,
Washington, D. C.
Dean S8iz: We are attaching hereto a copy of moluﬂm adopted b
the Chamber of Commerce, in convention assembled, t"my ghy 4y
1909, pro testing;fnlnn the elause in f.lm roposed new bill, per-
mitting the im ation of wrapger ler tohlcm and cigars from
the Philippines into the United States rree of duty, when above a cer-
tain amount. The resolutions are self-explanatory, and we trust that
yout tl:;111 lend your support to our interests in this very important
matter.
Yours, very truly,
DavyToN CHAMBER OF Coulmltcm,
W. B. Moore, Secretary.

ding in the Senate of the United States a
tariff bill containing a clause which if adopted 2{@ will per-
mit of the Impnrttgg into the United States Philippine Islands
free of duty of 300,000 pounds of wrapper tobaceo, 1,500,000 pounds
of filler tobacco, and 150,000,000 eigars; and

Whereas the raising of tobacco and the manufacturing of ecigars com-
prise one of our largest industries, requiring vast amounts of capital
and employlng larﬁe qua.nuties of labor; and

Whereas we eve the free imporlxtton from the Philippine
Islands of the nbove-nnmed amount of tobacco and r8 will come
in direct competition with these produets of our eity the surround-

Whereas there is now

ing territorg and will tend to largely reduce the crop walne to our
will also take away the employment of a la munber of
the mployees of our tobacco packing house, cigar fact , and thelr

allied industries: Therefore be it
Resolved, That we, the Chamber of Commerce of the cl.ty of Dayton
through the special committee appointed for this purpc?e
maonthly meeting held in the city of Dnyton on May 4, 1909, do hereby
strenuously protest against the admitting free of dut{ of any tobacco
or &‘:i ar’stwhatsoe\ er into the United States from the Philippine Islands ;
and be T
Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the Senators and
Congressmen from this State with a request that they use their best
efforts to defeat the passage of the proposed measure.
THE DAYTON CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
LeoroLbp RANER, President.
W. B. Moore, Secretary.

Mr. DICK. I make the further request, Mr. President, that
resolutions of the Cigar Makers' Union, No. 17, of Cleveland,
Ohio, together with other protests I have received from }ar"e
numbers of cigar makers’ unions and manufacturers throughout
the State of Ohio, be inserted in the REcorD,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the resolu-
tions will be printed in the Recorp at the request of the Sen-
ator from Ohio.

The resolutions referred to are as follows :

Cigar Maxers’ Uxioy No. 17,
Cleveland, Ohio.
Hon. CEARLES DICK. ;

Dear Bre: In behalf of the Cigar Makers' International Union, an
organization composed of 47,000 members, we earnestly protest agalnst
free teade In cigars with the Philippine Islands, .even to a limited
extent, which at this time would be extremely dhnstrous to the trade,
which is already lmdl{sdemomlk.ed by the continued depression in trade.
The government statistics show that there has been no material im-
grovehs:enitglt;: the manufacture of cigars since the depression started in

ctober, 7.

These reliable government statistics are reinforced and made doubly
gure, as to the condition of trade, by the amounts we expend for
out-of-work benefits,

ea.r 1908 we upended $101,483. 50 while in 1903, a ear
normal n tr conditions, we only expended § 8, and in 100
HE}.B 4?1,50 for ont-of wnrk benefit me

in a most precarious

tion otl! trade and the cigar ind
safety be charged with

1nt where It can not wi
additional l:l
i hold and assert, withwt fear uccessful contradietion, that the
impertation of cigars from the Philtpptne Islands free of dut,y, even in
ted numbers, will lmve a disastrous effect upon the already over-
ht and serfously menaced trade,
en the Porto Riean Islands were annexed and their products ad-
mitted free, it was claimed that, owing to the limited n r of cigar
inferior guality of the tobacco, that we here
would not experience any injurious effects. The result has been that
American enterprise and capital at once commenced to explolt the cheap
labor and cheaply grown tobacco in the islands to an extent that the
importations cigars from Porto Rico have now become a serlous
menace to the wagu Il.nd well-being of the cigar makers and manufac-
turers the mainlan

The American To‘baneo Company, with its unlimited capital and re-
sources, immediately seized the opportunity to avail itself of the cheap
clar °;i‘2if Forto %}mcmlﬁ?‘ia:f with (e conser Pat feanats of e

rs e Por £ Wi consequen’ o L]
.On gﬂceslndkmte tthePrtoRi mllsgeak

r a 0! cans are now,
an.m}.lye‘llngﬂo while, as stated in the foregoing, tmnndso our
members a ousands of Amerlcsn S‘?r
streets in Inel nonunion, there are tnil
12,000 c]gm- makers now idle I.n the United States. The same :.-.um-llv
tions eon labor, cost of living, light, clothing, apply with
even greater force in the P‘hulp ine Islands.

To admit 150,000,000 ree of duty from the Philippine Islands
will come in direct tlon with the American product have a
disastrous effect In the nature of cutting prices, far more so
opertﬂon of any sweat shops or other hostlle influences in our own
countr
We inow that under S;xmish rule the cigar industry in the thp-

high degree, a.nd assert t those
res-sed into the business

capalbh of bel.;f are still
ven oppaertunity, such ss pending
le;lsl.atlml. will come in direct compe with the American
cigar makers and crowd mtthntmsnymmintothenwd:ggmusly
of unempla{y who are borﬂeri.nf on starvation valnly
ask ng for an opportunity to earn a livelih at their chosen occupa
In the name of humanity, the name of the best interests n.nd wal»

1 American citizens, we protest against

fare of our own people, as lo
ine Islands. =

the government census of 1900 shows that the average
workers of this couutry is about $400 per year, or about angag:
m

tree trlde in dfu'! with the
Department of Labor shows that were em-
10 ed all m!d, in the cigar lndust _2y of the Plullp)%:ne Isln.nds about
people, at an average of per month he rate of
for cigar makers, as near as I can learn, is 37} cents per dny, h

Aood bought in Ma nrorlcenta {
to $ dﬁuﬂnﬂ. The home- wlls for 5 cents, 10
cents, Igegents apiece, or from £20 to 560 per thonsand generally, and

up for eapednlly hég:l grades,
c‘imrscouldhehidﬂownat San Fran-

clsco for from § to $13.50 per thousand
We test &g pitted agaimt oriental labor in our e
for ence. e hold ttmt no amount of legislation on the part of

ngress of the United States can or ever will lift this people to our
tandand and that the aet pro and against which we respectfully
mles will have a tendency and will, drag us down nearer their

About one-half of the cigar factories in the Philippine Islands are
said to be mu-otl.h!eﬂhlg Chinese mmtﬁgﬁ and wttrt:d the nu:m‘ber of
Chinese nds, MOonopo cigar e, as they did
prior to the exclusion act in San Francisco.
passage of this Chinese-exclusion act, in 1882, the cigar
factories of San Francisco employed about 40 American citizens and
over 6,500 Chinamen.

The bill proposed means that the Chinese-exclusion act, so far as it
trgtet; a? cigar industry, will be nullified completely by establishing

e
Afr. Edward Rosenb an American ecitizen, while in Manila, in a
Ietter dutmi August 1, 1903, says: " Considering the very small w
Fﬂipmo workers. "r.h and scanty food they necessar.
lve onhn ey are, next to th ese, the cheapest and best workers of
t. They live in ‘ht shacks, built of bamboo, and covered
with leaves ; cost of huildihg from §30 to $70. The number of Chinese
living on the island I estimate to be between 100,000 and 150,000."
We wounld like to know how a man living In a northern’ climate,
who neceds from 7 to B tons of coal per year and needs warm elo
s.nd lives In a house for which he must pay a la rent, is to
te on a free-trade basis with people living under such condi
the Filipinos should ever cease to be subjects and become American
duzens in every particular, with the right to organize for their own
protection, with factory laws similar to those prevailing in the ‘Stﬂ.tﬂ!

of Illinois, New York, Alassachusetts, etc‘, for the protection of w
and child ren st unscrupulons exploitation, then it will be the time
to talk about the changing of the ta

Manila alone has 31 and cigarette factories, also about 48 others

run by Chinese, which, if they get trade, will also become exporters,
and in the event of free trade they can export to the United States
enormous quantities of cigars.

At the hearing before t e Committee on Ways and Means Januar

5, ry Taft, in t!m tentimouf submitted, in speakin the
fears of the cigar makers when a similar bill was under consi mtlon.
as to the effect of the proposed legislation, said: * There may be some
justification for the apf.rehcnslon of the cigar makers that this measure
would injure them. admit that a perfection-shaped ecigar, which
the cigar makers of this coun receive $34 per thcmmd for mkiag,
is made in the Philippine Islands for SG per thousand.”

An_act that will d to build up the eigar industry of the Philip-
pine Islands at the expense of a like industry and the citizens employed
therein in our own countr, proper is neither wise nor just mhf
Kno that we are tively right in this matter, we, in defense.
rigr.u'l:my ¥, ‘yet respectfully, protest against its enactment.

ours, . very ¥
W. J. Caxvox, Secretary.
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WASHINGTON, June 12, 1909.

DrAr Sir: Relative to the pro admission of 150,000,000 cigars
free of duty from the Philippine Islands, we beg to submit for your fur-
ther consideration the following facts, which we believe proves con-
clusively that free trade In ci with the Philippine Islands, even in
a limited degree, would prove disastrous to our in ustrg. One hundred
and fifty milllon cigars represents the labor of about 2,600 cigar makers
for a full year, and in view of the fact that there are already about
12,000 idle cigar makers in the United States, we are justly alarmed 10]5
the ?]mpoeed legislation, which would unquestionably add another 2
to the large army of unemployed cigar makers, together with

dependent upon them.

he tobacco and cigar exports of the Philippine Islands under Ameri-
can occupation has reached a helgher degree of Wx’lty during the
years 1903 to 1907 than prevailed from 1895 to , when they were
still under Hl:uaniah rule, as the following res from the special re-

4]
ose

gort of Secretary of War Taft show for the five years referred to under
ain the annual average exports of cigars and tobacco amounted to
£2.114,240, rted under American oceupation

For the five fearﬂ re
the annual average was $2,129,194, thus disproving any contention that
our occupancy of the islands has serlously impaired their tobaecco and
cigar export trade.

The report of the insalar collector of internal revenue for 1908 shows
total number of cigars manufactured in the Philippine Islands during
1907 was 197,000,000, and for 1908, 198,754,787. Of this number there
were imported into the United Btates during the year 1907, 1,593,000,
and during 1908, 1,365,000,

A bulletin of the Department of Labor shows that there are about
20,000 persons emplo, in the cigar industry In the Philippine Islands,
at an average of $10.21 per month. The rate of wages for cigar makers,
as near as we can learn, is 87.12 cents a day.

As noted above, there were imported into the United States from the
Phili &I)ge Islands during 1907, 1,583,000 cigars, and during 1908,
1,365, . In this connection we desire to show the confusing nature
of the figures contained in a note on tariff revision and Insular Bureau
reports as contained in the following memorandum :

he Notes on Tarif Revision, issued by the Wa and Means
Committee, on 227, under the caption * Importations,” referring
to leaf tobacco, furnishes the * general information " to the effect that
the total importation of unmanufactured tobacco from the Philippines
was 70,163 pounds, valued at $4584. On page 280, referring to the
duty on cigars, paragraph furnishing *“ general information ™ as to the
}mlmlét:tions does mnot show any Importation from the Philippine
slands.

The publication Estimated Revenues, as issued by the Finance
Committee of the Senate, on page 28, referring to tgnrailraiph 221 of the
Senate bill, shows the importation of cigars from the Philippine Islands
during the fiscal year ending June , 1907, to have been 3,141.89
pounds, valued at $4,150.

Avera%ln 12 pounds to a thousand cigars, 3,141.890 pounds would
equal 261820 ecigars. Three thousand one hundred and forty-one
and eighty-nine one-hundredths pounds of tobacco, at $4.50 per pound,
minus 25 per cent reduction on account of Philippine importation and
plus 25 ]per cent ad valorem (based on 261,820 cigars), will about
equal fll ,352.74, which is noted on page 29 as the revenue under the
. present law.

. The Insular Bureau re&ggts the exportation of clgars to the United
States in 1907 as 1,593,000, and in 1908 as 1,365,000, which figures
agree with the importations of cigars from the Philippines to the

nited States as stated on page 279 of the guarterly report for April-
June, 1908, issued by the Insular Bureau. In the report named the
Insular Bureau states the value of 1,593,000 cigars in 1907 as $26,067,
which valuation does not seem to ee with the valuation placed upon

these cigars upon importation into the United States, as noted on page
;218 of the Senate Finance Committee's publication entitled “ Estimated
evenues,"”

We further desire to call to your attention that our industry
g-eatly suffered by the free importation of cigars from Porto Rico.

uring the past two years there has been admitted into the United
States from Porto Rico on an average of about 10,000,000 cigars a
month, or an amount per year almost equal in number to that which it
is proposed to admit free of duty from the Philippine Islands. This
amount of cigars admitted free of duty from Porto Rico has already
disglaced about 2,000 American workmen, and we have borne this in-
justice with hardly any complaint on our part, but we feel that we
are now compelled to earnestly, yet respectfully, protest against the
further contemplated Injustice, which will cause untold hnrdshl? on the
already too large number of American citizens now out of employment,
with no immediate prospects for obtaining the same, and the thou-
a}“ﬂ: of women and children dependent upon them for the mecessaries
o e.

And, furthermore, in the event of the passage of that part of the
E‘endlng tariff bill dealing with the importation of cigars from the

hillppine Islands, the amount of revenue lost to the Unlted States
Government on 150,000,000 cigars at $50 per thousand would be
3 ’ e
The above is the amount that it Is pro to contribute to the
Filipinos, or whatever interests that should import into the United
States from the Philippine Islands, the above amount of cigars, or a
direct ucontribumm to the American Tobacco Company of $7,500,000
annually.

While no deduction has been made in the above figures for the 25
Eg; cent reduction in the present rates, neither has any computation

n made for the 25 per cent ad valorem on manufactur cigars,
which would amount to a greater sum than the reduction In the
present rates.
Usi“bmmed by a representative of the Clgar Makers' International

nion.

CicaAr MAKERS’ LocArn UNioN No. 4,
Cincinnati, Ohio, April 22, 1909.
Hon. CHARLES DICK.

Deanr Sie: Clgar Makers' Union No. 4, comprising in its membership
of 700 wage-earning citizens, fathers of families, whose desire it is to
cnntinuai? improve their own conditions, at a regular meeting unani-
mously adopted a resolution whereby they earnestly request you to
vote against the bill allowing 150,000,0 cigars to come from the
Phlli{bplnes free of duty in any one fiscal year. Hoping that you will
grant us the above request, 1 remain

Yours, respectfully, JosEPH RArp, Becretary.

S e : II.-D%:‘I; tg;‘xtgn 11} o E" 1909
olum a ;
Senator CHARLES DICK. 5 LR ]
Dear Sim: Cigar Makers' Union No. 75, of this city, again uesty
that you vote against the free admission of cigars m):;l tE: Ph'ﬁ?ppine
cnt, and the admission Fros ot Guty of 150,000,000 Tk tas o by
admission free of duty o cigars
would add thousands more to the Rst. P o N
Yours, fraternally, Jurius Epg,
Financial Becretary.

CI1GAR an%_s’l Lo!{’:u. 'g;;::NANo. 15,
1 olumbus, A E 5

Benator DiIcE. = ‘ PRk

Dear Sir: Cigar Makers' Union No. 75, of this city, emphaticall
pmtn;arts t:.lgr:idmit tgf %dll‘:iu]l?sl?n tclo I1:111‘:; couné.ry, !ree&olé:duty,pot ciga.ri
manufae n the P! ne Islands, an
you assist in the defeat oF pthe measmi‘e'. §pemdrins requ_ests N

Respectfully, yours, Junivs Eee,

Financial Becretary.

C1GAR MARERS’ Locan UxioN No, 313,
Lima, Ohio, May 10, 1509.
Hon. CHABRLES DICE.

Deir Sir: We call gour attention to the tariff bill In regard to let-
ting into the United States 150,000,000 cigars fres of duty from the
Philippine Islands. Owing to the dull times our Industry is at present
suffering from an overg uction, and many of our n]ﬁ):op!e out of em-
ployment, and it would be Impossible for the manufacturers to com-

te against those people. I have been requested to call your attention
o the condition of the cigar industry by many of the unemplyed. Sin-
cerely trusting you favor our request,

Yours, truly, c W. F. Barry,
Financial Secretary.

—_—

CI1oAr Manznﬁ' I;?‘c‘m I_gu}'tan fo'._ulza.
amiiton 15, 1909.
Mr. CHARLES DICE ? A o
United Btates écnah_-, Washington, D. C. t
Dear SIim: Clﬁar Makers' Union No. 123 protests agalnst the bill
Bl;]ovlding that 150,000,000 cigars shall be permitted to come from the
ilippines free of duty in any one fiscal year. Hoping that you will

vote against the IJHI.t i
ours, respectfully,
[sesL.] i A. P. LOMBARD,

Corresponding Becretary.
(=

CigAr Marers’ LocAn UxioN No. 123,
Hamilton, Ohio, April 26, 1909,

Mr. CArRLES DICE,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My DeAr Sik: Your esteemed favor of the 21st at hand, and in reply
will state the reasons why Cigar Makers' Union No. 123 protests so
vigorously is there are so many thousands of cigar makers out of work
in this conntry now. And if there would be 150,000,000 cigars coming
free of duty it would mean so many more out of work. And we think
that the home industry should be protected. Because one-half of the
cigar factories in the ’hilipfine Islands are controlled by Chinese, and
it is impossible for an American citizen to live on a Chinaman's wages,
Now for the sake of humanity cast your vote against cigars coming to
this countrg free of duty from the Ilipgines.

And besides the cigars are not made under healthy conditions.
if there is anything else you want to know will gladly furnish it,
will be glad to hear from you.

I remain,

Yours, respectfully,
[seAn.] .

Now,

and

A. P. LOMBARD,
Corresponding Secretary.

C1GAR Magers' LocaAnL UxioN No. 115,
Canton, Ohio, April 20, 1909,
Hon. CHARLES DICEK,
Washington, D. C.
Dear Bir: We, the cigar makers of Canton, Ohio, do hereby ear-
'I]emy protest against any change of duty on cigars from the Philippine
8

i’ours. fraternally, AreEnt KELLER, Secretary.

Crgar Magers’ Locarn Uxiox No. 79,
Sandusky, Ohio, April 6, 1909,
Hon. CHARLES DICE,
Washington, D. O.

Dpar Sir: Cigar Makers' Unlon No. 79, of Sandusky, Ohio, protest
against the proposed bill, that 150,000,000 cigars be permitted to come
from the Philippine Islands free of duty, in any one fiscal year.

Yours, respectfully,

Fraxk J. MILLER,
Financial Secretary.

C16AR MAKERS’ LocAL UN1oN No. 48,
Toledo, Ohio, April 5, 1909,
Hon. CHARLES DICK
Washington, bh. 0.

Dear Bir: We understand that the Committee on Ways and Means
of the Congress has proposed a bill %rovldlng that 150,000,000 cigars
shall be permitted to come from the T’ illg{)lnes free of duty in any one
fiscal year. This union is strictlg opposed to such a measure, and re-
quest that you use your volce and vote aﬁa]nst the importation of any
cigars free of dutf, cause it would be a direct injury {’:0111' craft.

Yours, fraternally,
ARTHUR BCHETTER,
Financial Becretary.
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FEDERAL LABor UN10N No. 6854,
Zanesville, Ohio, May 23, 1909.
Senator CHARLES DICK,
United States Senate.

Deir SiR: Federal Labor Union, No. 6854, of Zanesville, at a regu-
lar meeting held May 20, 1909, by motion volced its most emphatic
protest against the clause in the new tariff bill regarding the Importa-
tion of free cigars from the Philippines and the section providing that
no label be placed on the boxes or packages of cigars or tobacco save
the United States revenne stamps and the name of factory. We
believe both these sections are harmful to organized labor, and ecall
upon our Representatives and Senators to use their utmost endeavors
to defeat those elauses.

Trusting this may receive your careful attention, I remain,

Truly, yours,

[8EAL.] J. W. BARrETT, Secrotary.

CroAr MAKERS' LocaL UNiox No. 178,
Zancsville, Ohio, April 19, 1909.
Hon, CHARLES DICK,

; Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: This union directs me to acquaint you with our opinions
and to offer our protests against the placing of cigars imported from
the Philippines on the free list. We believe this uncalled for and in
direct oPpauitlon to the best interests of American workmen as a whole.

We also are o;;spused to any restrictions of what a manufacturer sees
fit to place on his products other than what is necessary for the main-
tenance of our internal revenue. We are informed that there are
clauses in the tariff bill now before Congress that can be used against
the use of union labels, and especially against the tobacco workers'
union label.

Trusting we see these guestions in the light of public good, we are,

Fraternally, yours,
Cicar MAxkERs' Uxiox No. 173,
CHAS. 0. Dozer, Secretary.

CicAr MAEERS’ LocaL UxioN No. 173,
Zanesville, Ohto, May 14, 1909.

[SEAL.]

Hon. CHARLES DICK,
- Washington, D. C. .

Dear Sig: The members of this union again appeal to fou to prevent,
if possible, the placing of cigars imported from the P’hi lgpine Islands
on the free list, and especially the provision which limits the amount to
150,000,000. We feel that such free list is wholly uncalled for and
can not benefit anyone, either from the standpoint of the cigar manu-
facturers or their employees of our L‘Duntlg. .

Trusting you will give every possible efiort toward the establishment
of a fair rate of duty, we are,

Very truly, yours,

[SEAL.] CHARLES O. DozER, Secretary.

CigAr MAKERS' LocAn Uxioxn No. 96,
Akron, Ohio, May 11, 1909.

Hon. CHARLES DICK. el
DearR 8ir: Cigar makers and manufacturers of Akron, at a joint
meeting held Monday, May 10, request you to do all in your power to
stop the free duties on cigars from Philippines, as it would be a great
injustice to American workmen.

Yours, respectfully,

CrcArR Maxers’ LocaL UxioN No. 360,
Delaware, Ohio, May 17, 1909.
Hon. CuHArLES DICE,

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DEAR S1R: At a meeting of the cigar makers of Delaware, Ohlo, held
May 17, for the purgose of discussing the Philippine bill in regard to
the importation of 150,000,000 cigars free of duty, it was resolved that
we would ask your ald to defeat the bill. It would hurt all of the
men that work for a living at the cigar trade, and would in time force
them to try and make a living at somethinf)e se,

. T. GRIFFIN, President.
H. DAUERHEIM, Secretary.

CioAn MaxkERs’ EocArn UNIoN No. 249,
Findlay, Ohio, May 10, 1909,
Hon. CHARLES DICK,

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DeAr Bir: At our regular meeting yesterday I was instructed to
write youn and have you vote against the Philippine bill having cigars
ghipped in this country free of duty, as it means a great harm to the
clgar makers of this country and manufacturers. Hoping you will
vote against free duty and use your influence against ing the bill.
‘We have 27 members here ; all are against passage of the bill.

Trusting you will consider before voting, we remain,

Yours, truly,

Cur1s. FREUDEMANN, Secretary.

HENRY SCHELLING, President.
PHILIP SETZLER, Financial Secretary.

CrcAr MAxERS' LocArn UxroN No. 86,
Mansfield, Ohio, May 10, 1909.
Hon. CHARLES DICK,

United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: The Philipplne bill, in reference to the importation of
150,000,000 cigars free of duty, is now before your honorable body. The
members of cigar makers’ union and manufacturers of Mansfield, Ohi
earnestly petition, urge, and request you to vote and use your utmos
influence against the passage of the Philippine bill.

Yours, very respectfully,
G. B. DorMAN, Secretary.
VALENTINE THOMA,

Ep ERDENBERGER,
Officers.

WiLLiaM EPEE,

JACOBR THOMA,

CHARLES GIMBEL,
ERrxsT MINK,

J. A. BICKEL,

CHARLES SPAMER,
A. ERDENBERGER,

Cigar Manufacturers.

XLIV—204

-

Ci16ArR MAKERS’ LocAan UxioN No. 86,
Mansfield, Ohio, June 3, 1009,

Hon. CHARLES DICK,
United States Senate.

DeAr Simr: Your letter of recent date received, and in reply will say
in regard to free trade with the Philippine Islands, even to a lim-
ited extent, at this time would be extremely disastrous to the trade,
which is already badly demoralized by the continued depression in
trade. The government statistics show that there has been no ma-
terial Improvement in the manufacture of cigars since the depression
started in October, 1907. To admit 150,000,000 cigars free of duty
from the Philippine Islands will come in direct competition with the
American producth the American cigar makers, and crowd just that
many more into the now dangerously large army of unemployed, who
are rderinﬁ on starvation and vainly asking for an opportunity to
earn a livelihood at their chosen occupation.

Yours, very respectfully,
G. B. DorMAN, Secretary.

CiGAR MAKERS' Locarn UNiox No, 176,
Newark, Ohio, May 10, 1909.

Hon. CHARLES DICcK
United States ﬁ’cmate, Washington, D. C.

DEAR Sir: At a regular meeting of Cigar Makers' Loecal Union No.
176, the following resolution was unanimously adopted :
“Resolved, That this organization, in meeting assembled, do hereby
earnestly protest again admitting any ecigars from the Philippine Is-

lands, except at the r ar import duty: And be it further
“Resolved, That we humbly petition our Senator to use his influence
to carry out the wish of this organization and thereby confer a favor °
upon the members thereof.”
Respectfully submitted.
E. D. EvErTs, Secretary.

Cicar Maxers’ Locan UxioN No. 416,
Norwalk, Ohio, May £5, 1909.

Hon. CHARLES DICK,
Washington, D. C. .

Drar Sie: In reply to yours of the 18th, The reason the above
union opposes the free importation of cigars from the Phillgp[nes is:
The cigar makers of this country can not compete with the cheap labor
of the islands, which are mostly Chinese and-Filipinos, and if cigars
come in free from there most of them would come to the Pacific eoast.
The eigar industry on the coast now is ver{ small, and cigars free from
the Philippines, we are afraid, would put what factories are on the
Paclfic coast out of business. Trusting this is the information you

h, 1 remain,
e Yours, truly, L. C. CoLsoN, Secretary.

Ci1GAR MAKERS’ UN1oN No. 45,
Springfield, Ohio, May 17, 1909,
Hon. CHARLES DICEK,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

DeAr 81r: The Cigar Makers' Union No. 45, of Springfield, Ohjo, and
the manufacturers protest against the passage of the Philippine bill,
admitting 150,000, cigars gree of duty, and we would ask you to vote
and work against the passage of the bill.

Thanking you for past favors,

I am, respectfully, yours,

[SEAL.]

L. E. HORLACKER,
Corresponding Secretary.

—_——

C16AR MAKERS’ Ux10N No. 416,
Norwalk, Ohio, May 12, 1909,
Hon. CaHARLES DICK,
Washington, D. C.
DeAR Sir: Cigar Markers' Unlon No. 416, of Norwalk, Ohlo, protest
against admittinﬁ' cigars free of duty from the Philippine Islands.
Yours, truly,

el o Cpr.son, Secretary.

CigAr MAkERS’ UN1oN No. 152,
Youngstown, Ohio, May 15, 1909.

Hon. CHARLES DICK,
Washington, D. C.
DEAR SiR: The clsar makers of Youngstown, Ohio, protest against the
importation of 150,000,000 cigars from the Philippine Islands free of

uty.

I have no doubt that you have cognizance of the reasons why we
ghg;aillﬂ protest agalnst such importation, therefore I will not go to
etalls.

Hoping you will favor us by voting against such injurious legislation.

Yours, truly,
E. WILLIAMS, Secretary.

THE UN10N CIGAR MANUFACTURERS’ ASSOCIATION,
Cincinnati, April 12, 1909.

Hon. CroARLES DICK,
Washington, D. O.

Deir Sir: At a meeting of the Unlon Clgar Manufacturers' Associa-
tlon, of Cincinnatl, the following resolution was passed :

“Resolved, That this association enter its solemn protest to that sec-
tion of the i’nyne tariff bill, now before your honorable bodf. that will
permit any further increase—admitting cigars free of duty—to this
country from the PhitiE ine Islands.”

It is palpable that t section of the bill, if enacted in its present
form, will incur further hardship on the manufacturers of this country,
as well as to their employees.

Respectfully submitted.

JuLius ADLER, President.
0, E. SCHULTE, Becrelary.
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THE Frrrz BroTHERS COMPANY,
Cincinnati, Ohio, April 8, 1909,
Hon. CHARLES DICK, 7
Senate, Washington, D. C.

Desr Bim: We wish to refer to the feature of the Payne tariff bill
which relates to the free admission into the United Btates of 150,000,000
clgars fer year, and we respectfully enter a strong protest to this pro-

ea

ture.

The total export of e&%m from the Philippines In 1900 were
93,000,000 ; in 1907, 116, ,000; and in 1908, 118,000,000, and the
Payne bill in its greseut form not only provides for the free admission
into the United States of the entire cigar output of the islands, but
even Pmﬂdes for a substantial increase in same.

It is a known fact that the- labor employed in the manufacture of
these Philippine cigars is not a fair competition to our American labor,
and the cigars will be gold in this country at a much lower price than
it Is possible to manufacture a like article here. Every Philippine cigar
imported into this eountry will positvelf replace an Amercan cigar.
The burdens already shouldered the cigar industry In this country
are great enough without this additional one.

The passage of this bill will absolutely and positively throw out of
employment many additional operatives, and in addition to this, capital
which is invested in this industry will be directly affected. We t
fore protest most strongly to the passage of this clause In the bill,
and petition you to use your best influence to that effect. Thanking

you advance, we re
Very respectfully, THE Frrrz Bros. Co.

L. NEWRURGER & Bro.,
Cincinnati, Ohio, April 8, 1909,
Hon. CHARLES DICE,
Washington, D. O.

Dear Sim: We have gone over carefully the new tariff schedule ap-
plying to free admission of 150,000,000 cigars from the Philippine Islands,
and resg:ﬁ%ﬂy solicit your effort in defeating this, as it would work
untold ip to our industrr. We have no doubt you are familiar
with the t number of ple employed in the cigar manufacturing
interests in this State, and if the schedule should pass in its present
form it wounld affect us considerably, as every ome of these Philippine

ars would mean the cutting off of just so many c made.

e are confident you can readily see the justiee of our claim, and beg
to thank you in advance for your assistance in having it stricken out or
at least greatly modified.

Assuring you of our appreciation of your effort, and thanking you in
advance for your prompt consideration of our request, we rema{n,

Yours, truly,
v L. NEWBURGER & Bro.

THE MiaMi VALLEY LEAF Tonacco COMPANY,
Dayton, Ohio, April 12, 1909.
Senator CHARLES DiICK,
‘Washington, D, O.

My Dear Sir: We beg to ecall your attention to that ion of the
new tariff bill embodied in section 2, pages Nos. 176 and 177, and re-
ferring espeeially to the free admission into this country of 300,000
pounds of wrapper-leaf tobaceo, 3,000,000 pounds of filler-leaf tobacco,
and cigars not In excess of 150,000,000,

We consider this a verg dangerous provision to our trade. The State
of Ohio produces about 33 per cent of the eigar lear filler tobacco of
the United States, and this provides for the free entry of filler tobacco
equal to very close to 10 per cent of the Ohio crop per annum. There
is no doubtrEut what the trade can stand this percentage if things are
to be taken on the face, but, first, the trade considers this but the
entering wedge for free tobacco from the Philippines in unlimited quan-
tities, and it certainly appears to us that it would be a much better

roposition to make a concession over the regular rates on leaf tobaceo
n unlimited quantities, even were that comecession to be 50 per cent of
the present rates, rather than admit a limited amount free. The ad-

on of 150,000,000 cigars free of daty will put out of employment
2,000 American eigar manufacturing employees at American wages and
put 2,000 Filipinos to work at Pbili%pine wages, and the importer
{\'ra“il get most of the benefit, as he will be protected by a limited impor-
tion.

Now comes the Important point I wish to call your attentlon to:
Who is going to import this limited amount of tobacco and cigars
that is to be admitted from the Philippines? Is there not a very
grave danger that the so-called * clgar trust” will have in quick time
after the sﬁiasaage of the bill the full amount of this tobacco bought,
ready to p to this country; and if they think well of it and intend
to do it, what individual dealer in this country will have a chance to
import any of 1t? It looks to us like this grant of free du on a
limited quantity of tobacco and cigars from the Philippines will turn
out as a present of cheap tobacco to the sald tobacco trust. Even if
this does not so occur, how is this limifed importation to be a =
tioned and regulated? Are there any other instanees in any bill
where a limited amount of any article has been admitted free? Can
such a law be justly operated?

I understand that this fliler tobacco can be bought in the Phlllgp[nea
to-day ready for shipment at 5 cents per pound actual weight, whereas
the similar grades of Ohio tobacco are to-day bringing in the mer-
chantable form about 20 cents actual welght wholesale,

One other small point: Referring back to page 60, Schedule F, you
will note it makes a distinction between stemmed and unstemmed
tobacco, while section 2, on page 176, does not make this inction,
as it should. May we ask you to look over this propesition carefully
and see if we are not right?

Yery truly, A. H. REEDER.

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, would the Senator object at this
point to another protest being made in conneetion with those
he has already submitted?

Mr. DICK. Certainly not.

Mr. CLAPP. Then I desire to enter a protest on behalf of
several thousand cigar makers of this Republic who are out of
employment and who bave not even the means to communicate
their protests in a formal manner to the Senate.

Mr. DICK. The Senator voices my own sentiments, Mr,
President, in his protest. I want to be as generous in dealing
with the Filipinos as anyone, but I ean not bring myself to
believe that by any vote of mine I ought to menace any Ameri-
can industry or deprive a single toiler in our country of a
day’s wage.

I wish that all the people engaged in this great industry in
this country and in my State might feel as free from alarm as
the Senator from West Virginia and others who have voiced
the opinion here that the importation under this provision of
tobacco and cigars into this country would be infinitesimal in
amount.

The arguments against the proposed tariff law are uniform
and are based on the damage to American cigar makers who
will be thrown out of work by the introduection of foreign cigars
and the fear that this provision is but an entering wedge for
unlimited free trade with the Philippine Islands in tobacco and
cigars.

My information, based upon the experience we have had in
Porto Rico, is that the use of tobacco from these islands is a
matter of acguired taste. The consumption of Porto Rican
cigars has been constantly on the inecrease, until to-day it is
estimated that 10,000,000 Porto Rican cigars are used in this
country every month, or the equivalent of 120,000,000 annually.
Army officers who have gerved in the Philippines tell me that
after a while the use of Filipino tobacco comes to be a matter
of preference with them; and my judgment is that as we come
to use them more, and the use of them is somewhat stimulated
by the low price, they will very largely displace the use of
American tobacco and American cigars in our own country.

If, as contended, no harm will come to the American industry
and no real good to the Filipino, since none will be exported
from the Philippine Islands and none sold here, then there is
no real merit in the tobacco feature of this proposition.

I am not so much opposed to the sugar amendment. That is
a developing industry, and men largely engaged in it tell us
that the importation of 300,000 tons will not seriously affect
that business; but we are face to face with another econdition
go far as the manufacture of cigars is concerned. Twelve thou-
sand idle cigar makers are petitioning Congress for relief. The
resolutions presented here last night were more than a protest;
they were an appeal to protect them against the encroachment
of cheap labor and the competition of the oriental producer.
While we are here shaping up a bill which seeks to protect
American industries, and particularly the American laborer, no
appeal coming from the toilers shall go without fair considera-
tion ; and if I ecan conscientiously do so, I shall vote to sustain
their request.

Nor is my vote against the recommendation of the committee
to be counted as indicating a lack of confidence. I appreciate
perfectly the embarrassing attitude in which it must stand.
This legislation is recommended by the President of the United
States. 1 am satisfied that the sentimental opinion of the
country favors it. We have heard so much about our little
“ brown brother,” about our responsibility, and our duty to the
Philippines that we sometimes forget the old adage, * Charity
begins at home,” which might be applied quite as well with
reference to other affairs.

First of all, Mr. President, it seems to me our duty is to our
own, and next to others. The toilers of our own country are
entitled to our first consideration. Our charity for others should
come afterwards. I can not bring myself, I repeat, to vote for
any provision in this bill which threatens an American industry
or a single day's toil to any laborer. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Li Forr-
ETTE], upon which he has demanded the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have the amendment stated,
g0 that we may know just what we are voting upon. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be
stated.

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out “ seventy " and
insert “sixty,” so as to read:

And cigars In excess of 60,000,000 cigars,

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BANKHEAD (when his name was called). I have a
pair with the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr., STEPHEN-
sox], and therefore withhold my vote.

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). 1 desire to an-
nounce my pair with the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr.
RAYNER].

Mr, FLINT (when his name was called). I have a general

pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON],
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who is absent. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from
Maine [Mr. Hare], and vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. CRAWFORD (when Mr. GAMBLE'S name was called).
My colleagne [Mr. GAMBLE] is necessarily absent. He is paired
with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY].

Mr. BURROWS (when the name of Mr. Smrre of Michigan
was called). My colleague [Mr. Smite of Michigan] is paired
with the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLAURIN].

AMr. STONE. I inquire whether the Senator from Wyoming
[Mr. CrArg] has voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he
has not voted.

Mr, STONE. I have a general pair with that Senator, and
therefore withhold my vote.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. ELKINS (after having voted in the negative). At the
time I voted I did not obszerve that the junior Senator from
Texas [Mr. BALEY] was absent from the Chamber. I am
paired with that Senator, and therefore withdraw my vote.

Mr. FRYE. I inquire if the senior Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Daxien] has voted?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that he
has not.

Mr. FRYE. I am paired with that Senator, but I transfer
that pair to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] and
vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. MONEY. My colleague [Mr. McLAURIN] has just been
ecalled from the Chamber. He is unavoidably absent, and is
paired with the junior Senator from Michigan [Mr. SmiTH].
If my colleagne were present, he would vote * yea.” .

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I have a general pair with the junior
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Oriver], If he were present,
I should vote *“ yea.”

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). At the
time I cast my vote I had forgotten that I had agreed to pair
on this question with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr.
Bevermci]. I understand, however, that the junior Senator
from Virginia [Mr. MarTIN] has not voted. I therefore trans-
fer my pair with the Senator from Indiana to the Senator
from Virginia, and will permit my vote to stand.

Mr. SCOTT. 1 desire to announce, on behalf of the junior
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. STEPHENSON], that he is paired
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. If the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin were here, he would vote * nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 38, as follows:

YEAB—2T.
Bacon Cummins Hughes Owen
Borah Davis Johnston, Ala, Paynter
Bristow Dolliver La Follette Simmons
Brown Fletcher McEnery Smith, 8. C.
Burkett Foster Money Taliaferro
Clapp Frazier Newlands Tillman
Clay Gore Overman

NAYS—38.
Aldrich Crawford Heyburn Piles
Bourne Cullom Johnson, N, Dak. Root
Brandegee Depew Jones Scott
Briggs Dick Kean Smoot
Bulkeley Dillingham Lodge Sutherland
Burnham du I"ont McCumber Warner
Burrows Flint Nelson Warren
Burton Frye Nixon Wetmore
Carter Gallinger Page
Crane Guggenhelm Perkins

NOT VOTING—26.

Balle Culberson McLaurin Smith, Md.
Bankhead Curtis Martin Smith, Mich.
Beveridge Daniel Oliver Stephenson
Bradley Dixzon Penrose tone
Chamberlain Elkins Rayner Taylor
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Richardson
Clarke, Ark. Hale Shively

So Mr. La Forrerre’s amendment to the amendment of. the
Committee on Finance was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on agree-
ing to the amendment of the committee.

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr, FLETCHER. I desire to offer an amendment to the pend-
ing substitute and have it read. My amendment will leave the
Philippine Tslands to enjoy and retain the concession of 25 per
cent which they already enjoy. In other words, the act of
March 8, 1902, would still remain in force in reference to all
importations from the Philippine Islands. I should like to have
the amendment read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read to the Senate,

The SECRETARY. Amend the substitute amendment on page 1,

line 5, by striking out the colon after the word “ countries™
and adding the words * except as provided by existing law now
in force,” and striking out the remainder of the substitute, so
that it will read:

471d. There shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles com-
ing into the United States from the Philippine Islands the rates of duty
which are req to be levied, collected, and paid u%(m like articles

imported from foreign countries, except as provided by existing law
now in force.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, it is my purpose to submit
some remarks upon the amendment. Understanding that the
Senator from Oklahoma has the preference at this hour, I sup-
pose I am compelled to yield to him.

Mr, OWEN. Mr. President, do I understand that the com-
mittee desires to have a vote, or that it can be taken at this
time ?

Mr. ALDRICH. What is that?

Mr. FOSTER. It can not, because I want to speak.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised of the
desire of the Senator from Louisiana to address the Senate be-
fore a vote is taken.

Mr. OWEN. Before beginning my remarks, I would ask,
there being no objection, that I be not expected or required to
read the various tables which I shall use as illustrative of my
comments on this bill or any matter which is not essential to
the statement I desire to submit to the Senate in regard to it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma
asks unanimous consent to insert certain tables in the REcorp
without reading, the same to be considered a part of his re-
marks. Is there objection?

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the request?

Mr. CLAPP. It strikes me, while there may not be any ob-
jection to it at this time, it is better to preserve the order that
when a speaker reaches anything which he desires to have
printed, he call the attention of the Senate to the fact that he
desires to insert it without reading.

Mr. GALLINGER. We might want something read.

Mr. CLAPP. Yes, It would establish rather a bad precedent,
I think.

Mr. CULLOM. We had better adhere to the rule.

Mr. OWEN. I have no objection whatever to the rule. It
will be entirely agreeable to me. The Senate, I am sure, will
not care to have them read in extense, as it would take some
hours, perhaps, to read them.

Mr. CLAPP. It is a mere matter of form, I think.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, no consideration would induce
me to propose or contend for a tariff reduction which would
geriously harm any American industry whose existence is justi-
fied by the natural resources of our country.

Upon my oath as a Senator of the United States, I feel
charged with a solemn responsibility of defending the welfare
of the people of the United States, including as vigorously and
as distinetly the interests of the people of Maine, of Rhode
Island, or of California as the interests of the people of Okla-
homa. I shall discharge that duty as an American in a broad
and liberal spirit, with patience, with tolerance, and perfect
fairness.

By that sense of duty I have felt impelled-to submit to the
Senate the reasons which make it impossible for me to support
H. R. 1438. I can not agree to the passage of this bill without
the registration of a solemn protest against it.. I plainly see
the evil results upon the people of the United States, which
have followed the McKinley bill and the Dingley bill, and which
must follow the passage of a worse measure.

Mr. President, I am not unmindful that what I shall say will
not deter the managers of this bill in the Senate in the least
from their predetermined course, but I deem it my duty to place
upon the records of the Senate and of the United States the
reasons which justify my protest and from which future stu-
dents may perhaps find something of value in determining this
question, when they shall consider it with intellectual and moral
integrity and not in a spirit of trade, of barter, or of easy com-
plinnce with the demand of special interests, whose lobbyists
swarm the corridors of this Capitol.

Mr. President, mere denunciation of a bill, or of the managers
of the bill, I regard as serving no good purpose unless proof is
offered which shall be convincing to thoughtful and honest men
that the condemnation is thoroughly justified.

In pointing out the injurious effects of what I shall demon-
strate to be a monopoly-protecting tariff upon our entire people,
including every class of consumers, every class of producers,
every class of manufacturers or distributers or merchants ex-
cept the masters of monopoly, I shall do so dispassionately,
with a composed temper and with an earnest desire to offer
reasons, at least, to those now trusted by our people with power
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why they should not persist in a poliey full of injury and harm
to the Republic.

I shall be compelled in this discussion to point out the logical
consequences of a monopoly-protecting tariff ; its effect, its dan-
gerous effect, in piling up stupendous wealth on the one side in
the hands of its favorites, and in causing great wretchedness
and poverty on the other side among the weaker and more de-
fenseless classes of our people.

When I point out the unavoidable effect of extreme poverty
as the necessary complement of unlimited wealth in the hands
of the few, accumulated under the shelter of law, I wish it
distinctly understood that the dark picture of human misery
which the truth compels me to portray breathes from me no
spirit of pessimism, because I am full of hope. I recognize the
immediate ‘dawn of better things and an early remedy. The
increasing intelligence of our people already begins to under-
stand the causes of these conditions and to formulate the
natural and reasonable remedy for their correction. The spirit
of benevolence and of patriotism which characterizes the great
body of our people and, I rejoice to say, moves a multitude of
the Deneficiaries of our unwise system gives promise for an
early correction of the injurious consequences which naturally
follow a prohibitive tariff, with its necessary brood of success-
ful monopolies, by the reduction of that tariff; if not now,
through the party in power, then by the unwearied Democracy
that has been faithfully pointing out its evils for twenty-five
years. - I shall endeavor to point out some of the injurious con-
sequences of the tariff-engendered monopolies and their crush-
ing effect upon human life; but in doing so I shall not be under-
stood as a pessimist, because I am precisely the contrary.

OPTIMIST.

Mr. President, I am an optimist; because I feel that the
Anglo-Saxon race and the Teutonic blood represented in this
country by millions of men of the northern races of Europe
and Great Britain and the adopted sons of other great nations
in our land have an unquenchable love of liberty, of justice,
and of compassion, and will correct every evil of our great
Government; because our forefathers distinguished themselves
by a love of liberty that dared death in every form to establish
it and maintain it in the bosom of this Republic; because our im-
mediate forefathers not only loved liberty, but they practiced that
form of government which made liberty a working force in the
administration of this Government from the days when the town
meeting in New England, in Massachusetts, Mr. President, in Con-
necticut, and in Rhode Island instructed their representatives
according to the will of a free people. In those good old days
when the Representative was not a machine-made politician, but
was a Representative in the highest and best sense—of repre-
senting directly the opinions and the commercial interests of the
common people who sent him.

I am an optimist because of my perfect confidence in the great
body of the American people, whose stability, patriotism, and
common sense swill control this country and direct it along sound
paths of good government; because I see in many directions
the gradual restoration of the right and power of the peo-
ple to select their public servants directly, and directly require
them to carry out their will. I rejoice to see the establishment
of the initiative and referendum in Maine and in Oregon and
in other States, as well as in Oklahoma, and the establishment
of the direct primary in so many of our States.

I rejoice to see the people instructing their legislatures in the
gelection of Senators, and while I did not receive any report
from the Senator from Michigan, as chairman of the Committee
on Privileges and Elections, of the proposed amendment to the
Constitution of the United States I had the honor to submit
during the last Congress for the election of Senators by direct
vote of the people, I have felt justified in being an optimist
becanse I was able to point out 24 States in the Union that had
requested from their legislative assemblage this restoration to
the people of their ancient right of rule.

Now, Mr. President, I am an optimist, notwithstanding the
hostile attitude of the leaders now in control of the Senate, be-
cause already there are 29 States, including Michigan, the State
of the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Privileges
and Elections, in which the election of Senators is controlled by
the direct voice of the people.® It will only be a few short years
when 46 of the States will be controlled in this manner; and

@ Alabama, Arkans: California, Florida Georﬂn., Idaho, Illinols,
Town, Kansas, Kentucky, Loulslana, Hm’!a.nﬂ. ichigan, Missouri,
Mississippl, Nebraska, Nevada, New Jersey, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla-
homa, Oregon, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vir-
ginta’ Washington, and Wisconsin, Of these California, Nevada, Idaho,
and Michigan came in this year—1909.

when that day comes, no Senator in this Chamber will be so
callous as to mock the pledges made to the people in national
platforms.

I am an optimist, Mr. President, because of the magnificent
growth of our Republic under the blessings of liberty.

From 5,000,000 people in 1800 we bhave over eighty-five
millions in 1907. From five billions of wealth in 1800 we have
a hundred and twenty-five billion in 1909. From a weak nation
we have become potentially the greatest nation in the world;
but above all, Mr. President, has been our increase in the means
of intelligence.

Forests are now converted into paper with lightning speed.
Volumes innumerable, filled with learning upon every subject,
are crowding into the pathway of knowledge; but chief of all
the modern newspapers, filled with learning, wit, and humor,
illustrated with splendid descriptions and photographs of every-
thing “in the heavens above, the earth beneath, and the waters
under the earth,” are thrust into the hands of the wayfaring
man for a price incredibly small, so that he who runs may read
and instantly learn what is transpiring in regard to everything
of human interest at home and abroad, so that every citizen may
know at breakfast every fact transpiring on earth that he eares
to know, from the diplomatic questions of foreign courts to the
wonderful home run of Casey on the Chicago ball grounds,
from the market quotations of London and New York to the
astonishing description of the last wild beast slain on. the
e?stern coast of Africa by one of our very distinguished fellow-
citizens.

While it is true that thirty-five thousand millions of dollars
of the proceeds of human labor in the United States have passed
into the hands of various corporations, and a very large part
of all of the net proceeds of American labor have been improp-
erly acquired by monopoly; and while 7,000,000 women have
been driven from out the peaceful shelter of the American home
into commercial rivalry with men; and while 5,000,000 children
in like manner are being driven under the commercial whip to
sacrifice their youth, in large part, to the demand of Mammon ;
and while there are many millions of men who regard life with
great anxiety, constantly in fear of the drastic power of extreme

‘poverty and lack of employment, still I see that the American

workmen, in the factories of our land, have exhibited a net
output per capita of over twelve hundred dollars, from which
the legitimate demand on him for the support of an American
family can be met and still leave a large surplus earning.

The American people have shown that they are far more than
abundantly capable of sustaining themselves and making the
most substantial contribution to the wealth of the Republic
and of the world and still leave themselves reasonable leisure.

And, finally, Mr. President, I am an optimist because I believe
that the American people—who love liberty, who believe in self-
government, who believe in mercy and in charity as well as in
industry and providence—will see to it that this Government is
so conducted by their representatives that in the future there
shall be a more equitable distribution of the proceeds of human
labor; that we shall change the present policy, whose inevitable
tendency is the useless, the vulgar, and insane enrichment of
the few at the expense of the misery and sorrow and of the
physical and spiritual degeneration of millions of men, women,
and children who are now submerged by the devices of com-
mercialism gone mad.

The bill should not pass,

BECAUSE IT IS CONTRARY TO THE WILL OF THE
AMERICAN PEOPLE.

Mr. President, the American people were promised by both
parties a reduction of the tariff, and had a right to expect
substantial reduction. The representatives of one-half of the
people, assembled at Denver, emphasized this matter most vig-
orously in the Democratic platform in the following language:

We welcome the belated promise of tariff reform now offered by the
Republican party. * * *

This platform declared:

The people can not safely intrust the execution of this important

to a pal which is so deeply obligated to the highl
i‘;o!gests asptsrt{he Republican par,;ys.' o I Dramecies
This platform states:

We call attention to the significant fact that the promised rellef
was postponed until after the coming election—an election to succeed
in wglch the Republican party must have the same support from the
beneficiaries of the high g:mfecui-'e tarig‘
received from them; and to the further fact that durlng years of unin-
terrupted power no action whatever has been taken by the Republican
Congress to correct the admittedly existing tariff iniguities.

This platform further-declared:
We favor immediate revision of the tariff by the reduction of import
duties. = * *

as it has alweys heretofore
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- The party to which I have the honor to belong has, since

1876, demanded a proper reform of the inequalities, injustices,
and false pretenses of a tariff controlled by selfish interests at
the expense of the American people.

It never has, Mr. President, at any time contemplated so re-
ducing the tariff as to injuriously affect any legitimate industry
whatever. On the contrary, while it has pointed vigorously to
the fraud and false pretenses of the monopoly protecting tariff,
it always has been mindful of the rights of capital legitimately
employed in manufacture, and equally mindful of labor em-
ployed in industries established under the shelter of our tariff

In 1884 the Democratic national platform said:

Many industries have come to rely upon legislation for sueccessful
continnance, so that any change of law must be at every step regard-
ful of the labor and mpital thus involved. The process of reform must
be mﬁmd in the execution to this plain dictate of justice; all taza-
tion shall be Hmited to the requiremenis of economical government.
The necessary reduction of taxation can and must be effected twithout
n‘.cpvi::in? American labor of the ability to compete successfully with
foreign labor and without imposing lower rates of duty than will be
ample to cover any increased cost of production which may exist in
consequence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in thiz country.

The practice of writing these schedules at prohibitive rates
and preventing competition and engendering monopoly has been
fiercely condemned by the Demoeracy as “ robbery of the great
majority for the benefit of the few™ (1802). It has de-
manded a constitutional tariff drawn for the purpose of revenue,
but has not condemned the unavoidable incidental protection
which any tariff for revenue, or for revenue only, unavoidably
affords, and which will always be found sufficient for the inei-
dental protection of legitimate industry.

The reason why protection AS PRACTICED has been de-
nounced as “robbery™ is because such schedunles have been
drawn not for constitutional revenue purposes, but to shelter
monopoly and permit monopoly to wrongfully tax the people
under the color of a pretended revenue law.

The party to whieh I have the honor to belong, therefore
(1908), welcomed the promise of tariff reform offered by the
Republican party in 1908 on the basis of “ the difference between
the eost of production at home and abroad,” for the obvious
reason that a tariff so drawn would necessarily be a tariff for
revenue with only such incidental protection as justice and
common sense requires.

It was this kind of tariff law drawn in 1846, with which both
parties were well satisfied in 1856. If this law were now so
drawn, the contention between the two great parties on this is-
sue would necessarily cease. [For party platforms compared
see Exhibit 11.]

The party leaders of both great parties declared the purpose
of reducing the tariff downward. No manner of explanation

or evasion can alter the substantial truth that it was the ex- |

pressed will of the American people making itself felt through
both party platforms and through both party leaders that there
should be a substantial reduction of tariff duties.
The Republican platform of 1908 declares “ unequivocally ™—
a remarkable word in a platform, and suggests the purpose of
equivocation—* for revision of the tariff by special session of
the Congress immediately following the inauguration eof the
‘next President,” and says:
In all tariff legislation the true prineiple of protection is best main-
tained by the imposition of such duties as will equal the difference be-
reason-

tween cost of production at home and abroad, together with a
able profit to erican industries.

The platform also says that it is the Republican policy—

To preserve without ewocessive duties the security against foreign
competition to which American manufaeturers, ers, and producers
are entitled, but also to maintaln the high standard of ""t“'f of the
wage-workers of this country, who are the most direct beneficiaries of

the protective system.
_ HEacessive duties are here condemned by the leaders of the Re-
publican party, and in 1904 the Republican platform declared:
7 re o otection should always at least T the
eug:‘ ?nﬂ:ﬁ:s“mt nfr g:oducticm at home 5‘33’ abroad. o fper-
Even in the majority report of the House committee, page
2, section 1, they declared:

While duties should be protective, they should be a
as possible to represent the difference in cost of product

abroad.

usted as nearly
at home and

IT VIOLATES THE REPUBLICAN PLEDGES.

The rates of the bill submitted by the Finance Committee
average higher than the Dingley bill and are not a reduection
at all.

The chairman of the Committee on Finance ostentatiously sets
forth 379 items on which reductions are made.

' we bhave an honest and thorough revision on

These reductions, as will appear in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD
of May 5 and by Exhibit 12, I here submit, are items of no na-
tional importanece. Two hundred and seventy-four of these
items involve articles whose imports are less than $25,000, or
severally less than one-thirtieth part of 1 penny gross imports
per capita. The table which I submit gives the items in excess
where the imports of such articles amounted to over $25,000,
and the table discloses the fact that the fotal imports except-
ing lumber was extremely small, and that the pretended redue-
tions are of no impertance, while the increases are of substantial
importance,

Mr. President, this bill should not passs, because it violates the
pledges of the Republican party and of the Republican leader
during the last campaign. The party platform, I have shown
above, is uneguivocal. Its reasonable and natural interpreta-
tion is plain. The Senator from Indiana on May 25 set forth
at great length the declarations of the President of the United
States, quoting him as pledging the American people—

Genuine and honest revision * * * gunbstantially a revigsion down-
ward, though there will probably be a few exceptions—

As deliveréd by the President September 24, 1908,

No wonder the Republican Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ner-
sox] demands to know what this special session was called for,
if it was merely to rewrite the Dingley bill.

No wonder the Republican Senators from Iowa, Indiana,
Nebraska, Minnesotn, and Wisconsin and other States vehe-
mently protest against this betrayal of the party pledge. The
Senator from Massachusetts will explain in vain to the Ameri-
can people that it was not the purpose of the party to have a
substantial revision downward, as the President said, September
24, 1908, at Milwaukee.

The President in his inaugural address reiterated his con-
struction of the purposes of the party, as was strongly pointed
out by the Senator from Indiana, and stated in the most positive
manner :

It is im
good r“mple:n.&::me&u%
party in pewer.

And on December 17 last the President is gquoted as having
said before the Ohio Society:

Better no revision at all, better that the new bill sheuld fail, unless
the basis laid down and

, therefore, that a tariff bill be drawn in
promises made before the election by the

the principles outlined In the party platform.
The Republican platform declared in 1904 for a tariff law

. merely “equal to the difference in the cost of preduction at

home and abroad,” and in 1908 likewise declared for—

Such duties as will equal the difference betweem the cest of produc-
tion at home and abroad.

And yet the leaders of that party, neither in the House nor
in the Senate, have concerned themselves to compile “the dif-
ference in the cost of production at home and abroad,” although
they have submitted many volumes of thousands of pages of
confused miscellany, a small portion under oath, a large portion
not under oath, with no safegnard whatever, and coming from
selfish interests seeking the privilege of monopoly over the
American people.

When I, as a Senator of the United States, representing the
people of the United States, from Maine to California, and en-
titled by the honor and dignity of my position to a proper an-
swer, demand to know “why the difference in the cost of pro-
duction at home and abroad ™ had not been compiled as a basis
for the drafting of this statute, the Senator from New Hamp-
shire rises in his place and solemnly advises me that my inquiry
is “absurd.” [Turning to the Senator from New Hampshire,
Mr. Garrixcer.] He will find his remarks on page 2134 of the
CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.

The suggestion is made by other Republican leaders that the
information can not be obtained, and when I myself offer over
446 items which had been compiled ten years ago by Carroll D,
Wright, Commissioner of Labor, they show themselves gac-
quainted with the matter, confess that this information can be
obtained, and plead that the report is not up to date. :

The Senator from Rhode Island, chairman of the Commitfee
on Finance, rises in his place and, with a fine sense of humer
excited by my request and inquiry why the difference in eost of
production had not been compiled, advises me with amused satire
that he will have a clerk compile for me a list of publications
relating to the tariff, but will be unable to furnish me with the
intelligence to digest them.

I shall not question the intelligence of the chairman of the
Committee on Finance, nor shall I reply to him in kind. I
appeal from him to the American people, who will not hold him
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guiltless for his callous and reprehensible conduet in this
matter.

Mr. President, I keenly regret to feel impelled to comment in
this manner upon the conduct of public business in the Senate.
Not only has the chairman of the Commitiee on Finance not
furnished the Senate “ the difference in the cost of production
at home and abroad;” not only has he not made a proper re-
port to the Senate in regard to this matter; not only has he
replied with satirical indifference to a respectful demand for
proper information which he was charged with the duty of ob-
taining, but he has withheld information upon this point ob-
tained by our Department of State, through the German Gov-
ernment, for the express purpose of our enlightenment. He has
done, Mr. President, what is infinitely more reprehensible; he
has refused to the Senator of Virginia and to the other Demo-
cratic members of the Senate Finance Committee the privilege
of having the same information as he himself has enjoyed by
virtue of being an officer of this body; and when, Mr. President,
his attention is called to this unjust and unconstitutional con-
duct, he justifies it by quoting from an evil precedent of Demo-
cratic origin and seemed to think he had fully enswered for
this breach of duty.

Mr. President, a bad Democratic precedent is no more re-
spectable to me than a bad precedent from any other source.

The conduct of the chairman of the Committee on Finance in
holding secret meetings with regard to this public matter and
in giving repeated confidential audiences to the agents of mo-
nopoly, whose advice is influencing the various paragraphs of
this bill in their own interests against the interests of the Amer-
ican people, is a bad precedent either to set or to follow, and puts
the management of the Senate of the United States under the
suspicion of a want of frankness and of a want of sincerity in
drawing these schedules. It is of the highest national im-
portance that the Senate of the United States and every Member
of it should not only be above suspicion, but, as far as possible,
beyond danger of being deceived or misled.

This evil precedent has already borne bad fruit, and the chair-
man of the Committee on Finance has been induced to put into
this bill and to retain in this bill many so-called * jokers"—
that is, words and phrases, innocent in appearance, with far-
reaching consequences, favorable to the beneficiary and unfavor-
able to the people. These devices have already been pointed out
on the floor, and I shall not pause to enumerate them. No court
of justice, and no high official of government charged with a
sacred trust should permit himself to conduct “ star-chamber
proceedings,” because it is almost sure to bring upon himself the
odium of suspicion and public hostility as a Member of the
United States Senate.

I enter my emphatic protest against this conduct of the public
business as a precedent. - It should not be permitted to stand
as a precedent,

The poor excuse that the Democratic Members were lately
furnished with the assistance of two statisticians does not in
the least degree excuse this grossly improper method of conduct-
ing the public business. These experts were not furnished until
it was too late to use their services advantageously for the
proper digest and amendment of this bill.

For over a year the Republican Members have given it out
that they were preparing this bill, and yet with all this time
they have never yet furnished either the House or Senate with
“the difference in the cost of production at home and abroad™
of the items in the paragraphs of the Dingley bill, which they
were honor bound to do by the platform of 1904 and by the plat-
form of 1908, which required the redrawing of these paragraphs
on this precise basis.

They can furnish no explanation of this astonishing and
shocking neglect of duty, except perhaps the explanation offered
by the Senator from South Carolina, who humorously apolo-
gized for them—

That they could not be expected to furnish a rope with which to hang
themselves.,

Is it possible, Mr. President, that men of nobility and char-
acter, that Senators trusted by the people with such power,
have knowingly refused to compile “ the difference in the cost
of production at home and abroad” on the items of the Dingley
bill for our present guidance because they intended to break
faith with the American people and did not dare to make the
truth manifest by compiling this damning evidence of their
betrayal of their party pledges?

Whatever the purpose, Mr. President, the responsible authori-
ties of the Senate in charge of this bill have furnished every-
thing else except the evidence in pojnt, and have obscured the
issues both in the Senate and House by many volumes of undi-

gested and undigestible matter, as well calculated to confuse
the mind of an intelligent and laborious legislator as the huge
volumes of testimony bundled before the petit jury in the erim-
inal-rich cases, for the purpose of befogging the issue and as-
suring a miscarriage of justice.

In answer to my resolute demand for this information, the
managers of the Senate, presenting and sustaining this bill,
undertook to ridicule and discourage the inquiry. The chair-
man of the Committee on Finance [Mr. AvpricH] indulges in
satire, evasion, and suggests a lack of intelligence in the inquiry.
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GArLriNger] declares
the inquiry absurd. The Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]
suggests that Senators can not expect to be fed with an intel-
lectual spoon, and so forth. And this is the utterly contemptible
and pusillanimous manner in which party pledges are redeemed.
This is the answer made to a respectful inquiry, why this infor-
mation is not furnished as to * the difference in the cost of pro-
duction at home and abroad,” and why this bill is not written
in the light of this evidence, as the party pledged itself to do to
the American people.

Mr. President, the Republican leaders in charge of this bill
occupy a position absolutely and utterly indefensible. They
have boldly and openly violated the pledges of the party and
have sacrificed the interests of the American people to benefit
those selfish interests which are using these high schedules for
the purpose of sheltering monopoly.

Mr. President, I can not help but believe that the Republican
leaders, acting through the subtle influence of machine politics,
have been led into a support of these high schedules without
fully realizing that they are violating their party pledges, which
confines them to the difference of the cost of production at home
and abroad, but having made the error, defend it from false
pride of opinion.

They have been, not perhaps quite hypnotized, but over-
whelmed with the * power of suggestion” enveloping them and
creating the atmosphere and controlling environment established
by a swarm of attorneys, special pleaders, and fascinating rep-
resentatives of the high-tariff beneficjaries.

They seem to have entirely lost sight of the principle of pro-
tection taught by their forefathers and defended by their own
platform. This bill ought not to pass

BECAUSE IT VIOLATES THE TRUE PRINCIPLE OF LEGITIMATE PROTECTION,
WHICH DOES NOT ENGENDER OR DEFEND MONOPOLY.

This bill ought not to pass, because it violates the principle
of protection from beginning to end.

Mr. President, if there is one thing that ought to be more
thoroughly understood than another in this country it is—

The principle of legitimate protection.

There is not the slightest doubt about what it means from the
days of Alexander Hamilton to this good day. The meaning of
protection is absolutely clear to all students of economy, and
that is a duty under a constitutional revenue tariff, so levied
as to equal “the difference in cost of production at home and
abroad,” and thus enable the American manufacturer to meet
on equal terms the competition of the foreign manufacturer,
who enjoys cheaper labor or more favorable conditions, but
not to establish monopoly by prohibitive duties.

Alexander Hamilton, in his famous report on the encourage-
ment of manufacturers, gives the reasons for.this policy. It
was accepted by Washington, by Jefferson, by Madison, by
Andrew Jackson, and various Democratic leaders down to the
days of Samuel J. Tilden and Grover Cleveland, and has not
been denied, as far as I am informed, by any great Democratic
leader.

The Democratic platform of 1884 vigorously declared that in
reducing the tariff the reduction—

Must be effected without depriving American labor of the ability to
compete successfully with foreign labor, and without imposing lower
rates of duty than will be ample to cover any increased cost of produc-

tion which may exist in consequence of the higher rate of wages pre-
vailing in this country.

And the Republican platform of 1904 says:

The measure of protection should always, at least, equal the differ-
ence in the cost of production at home and abroad.

And this doctrine is repeated again in the tariff of 1008 in the
following words:

The true principle of protection is best maintained by the imposition
of such duties as will equal the difference betiwceen the cost of produc-
tion at home and abroad.

The Republican platform of 1908, however, adds the words:
Together with a reasonable profit to American industries.
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This latter is not the doectrine of protection. It is the political
wedge of monopoly. It is the latest political device of those
who have been fraudalently building up monopely under color
of the doectrine of protection.

The Democrats have sincerely and justly declared * Repub-
lican protection™ a fraud and the shelter of monopoly. The
Republicans have unjustly and deceitfully declared the Demo-
cratic tariff for revenue to be free trade.

1 shaill undertake, Mr. President, to show that the tariff under
the doctrine for revenue would be three times as high as a tariff
drawn mlrely for purposes of protection under the principles
1aid down in the Republican platform of egualing the difference
in the eost of production at home and abroad, if it were honeatiy
drawn.

The Democratic doctrine of a tariff for revenue is not free
trade or anything which approximates it. It is a tariff high
enough to abundantly afford every protection to any American
industry which it has an honest right to ask, as I shall imme-
diately show.

The Democratic doctrine has been the correct one; that is, a
tariff as low as economical government will permit, and not so
low as to injure any legitimate industry established under our
tariff system, contending that a tariff for revenue properly drawn
will meet by incidental protection every legitimate demand.

I shall not pause to discuss the difference between the two
parties. I shall content myself with showing that this bill does
not conform to the principle of legitimate protection, absolute or
incidental, laid down by either party, but under the pretense of
protecting American labor and American capital legitimately
employed it is written in such a manner as to utterly ignore the
prineiples of protection as taught by the Republicans themselves.
This will be perfectly obvious to any man who will take the
schedules submitfed under the head of “ Estimated revenues of
this bill,” of April 12, 1909, showing the rates proposed by this
present bill and the comparison of the rates with the Dingley bill.

THE DIFFERENCE IN THE COST OF PRODUCTION AT HOME AND ABROAD.

The cost of production depends on materials and labor.

Materials are as cheap in the markets of the world to the
American as to the Furopean, except as we tax import of raw
material by our own statute. Our policy, with few exceptions,
is to admit raw material free, so that the question of the rel-
ative cost of materials is of very small relative importance.

Our manufacturers get free raw materials for their export
business by refund of duties paid.

Many materials are cheaper in the United States than they
alrie abroad, except where controlled by our unrestrained monop-
olies.

LABOR COST.

Labor cost in wages in the protected indusiries, measured by
efficiency and the purchasing power of wages paid to labor, is
approximately the same in the United States as in Europe, ex-
cept where the American wage-earner is highly organized.

1. I shall undertake to show that this is true by showing that
the money paid American labor in protected indusiries is ap-
proximately on an average but little more than that paid in
Europe.

2, That the American workman is fwice as cficient, and be-
cause of efficiency is entitled to twice the wage of the European
workman, and that the difference in labor cost compared to the
value of the product is in favor of the American manufacturer.

3. I shall undertake to show that $150 of wages in the
United States buys only what a hundred dollars buys in Europe
in manufactured goods, and for this reason the American man-
ufacturer does not pay his labor as much in proportion to work
done as the European manufacturer.

4, 1 shall undertake to show, finally, that the total percentage
of wages to the gross product of all American manufacturers
is only 17.8 per cent of the gross value of the product, and,
therefore, that the difference in the cost of production in the
United States and abroad must be on an average less than this
percentage. If labor abroad cost half as much as in the United
States, as the high protectionists pretend, then the difference in
cost of production necessary to be provided for by a purely pro-
tective tariff would be less than ‘the average of 10 per cent,
while a revenue tariff would be between 30 and 40 per cent.

I shall undertake to show the bad effect of a prohibitive
tariff on wages, on commerce, on distribution of wealth, and in
corrupting of public and private life.

3. Effect of prohibitive tariff.
ON WAGES.

(a) Has lowered wages relative to produet.

(b) Has lowered wages in protected industries compared to
unprotected industries.

(¢) Has lowered purchasing power of wages.

(d) Has established monopoly, and, consequently,

1. Has prevented or obstructed the organization of labor.

2. Restricted output and diminished demand for labor.

8. Has substituted foreign pauper labor for American labor.

4, Has required ruinous hours,

5. Subjected labor to bad housing, bad water, insanitary con-
ditions.

6. Has increased mortality of labor.

7. Has destroyed political liberty of its labor in larze
measure.

8. Has impaired labor's commercial independence.

9. Has appropriated all the net proceeds of Iabor and accumu-
lated it in the hahds of the few.

ON COMMERCE.

(#) Has weakened our imports and exports.

(b) Has diminished the output of smaller factories, depend-
ing for material on monopolies.

(¢) Has raised prices in United States 50 per cent above the
prices abroad, thus diminishing consumption.

1. This means a ruinous tax on the man or woman with
fixed income. A man with income of $1,500 has ene-third of
income confiscated by monopolies’ high prices.

This affects all men with fired income. The clerk, the serv-
ant, the government employee, the pensioner, the man receiving
fixed return from investment, yields one-third of it all to
monopoly.

ON DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH,

1. It has piled up enormous wealth in few hands, which now
grows with accumulating forece, absorbing all natural oppor-
tunities of life. The oil fields, coal, ore, timber, transportation,
and transmission services, municipal franchises, real estate,
water powers, with the inevitable result, if not checked, of
commercial mastery and commercial slavery and destruction
of political independence.

2. It has corrupted our public life, our elections, our cities,
our courts, legislatures, and executive officers, and our private
citizens,

FIRST. EELATIVE LABOR COST.

Mr. President, I wish to point out the relative labor cost, be-
canse in considering this matter as a student, I have faithfolly
undertaken to do so. What I shall say will be as a student of
this matter and not as a mere controversialist—and I defy
the Committee-on Finance to challenge the accuracy of the
figures which I submit to the Senate—the labor cost of material
is the first great factor that ought to be considered by the Sen-
ate. The percentage which labor bears to various products, as
shown by our statistical tables, is carefully set forth in Exhibit
1, taken from volumes 7-10 on manufactures of our federal
census.

It is true that the Census Bureau neglected to work out the
percentages of labor cost, but that is a mathematical problem
easy of solution, to which I have given industrious attention.
I call the attention of the Senate to these percentages, which
are of vital importance if this bill is to be writen in a spirit
of integrity. From this table it appears that labor's share of
the gross product in the food industries was 5.7 per cent; in
textiles, 19.5 per cent; in iron and steel, 22,10 per cent; lumber,
274 per cent; leather industries, 16.5 per cent; in paper and
printing, 21.6 per cent; in liquors and beverages, 8.9 per cent;
in chemicals and allied products, 8 per cent; clay, glass, and
stone products, 37.1 per cent; in metals and metal products,
12.7 per cent; tobacco products, 189 per cent; for vehicles for
land transportation, 34.4 per cent; in shipbuilding, 35.2 per cent;
in miscellaneous industries, 19.9 per cent.

The average of wages paid to labor, compared with the gross
product in the 14 great industries, therefore, is only 19.7 per
cent of the gross product. And yet the leaders bring in this
bill with the average three times as high as the total labor cost,
and ask wus, g the people of the United States, to
accept it without a murmur and without a protest. They have
neglected to point out the difference of the cost of production -
at home and abroad. I have undertaken to do so, and to put
upon the records of the Senate a lasting memorial of what this
cost is, that they shall not leave this matter without explana-
tion to the people of the United States. It shall be recorded
anid it is recorded by the tables which I shall immediately sub-
mit.

Mr. President, before I submit these tables, however, I wish
to eall attention to the report of Carroll D. Wright. T have sug-

gested heretofore to the managers of this bill that they might
Wright with advantage.

consult the tables of Carroll D. He
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offers 446 different articles, with the total labor cost measured
to the cent in each and every one of them, taking this informa-
tion from the United States, from Germany, from Belgium, from
England, and he verifies in these particular instances the ac-
curacy of our general tables taken from the Census Bureau.

_ Obviously, the difference in the percentage which the wages
of labor abroad would bear to manufactured products in like
great industries will be somewhat similar to the percentage in
this country. Wages are somewhat cheaper abroad in the pro-
tected industries than they are in this country, and if the aver-
age wage was only half abroad what it is at home, the differ-
ence in the cost of wages at home and abroad would not exceed
10 per cent ad valorem on the gross products of labor in all of
our 14 great groups of manufacturing industries; but when it
is remembered that American labor is twice as productive in
this country as it is abroad, even this 10 per cent disappears.
Notwithstanding this important and vital fact, the representa-
tives of high protection continually declaim that a 50 per cent
tariff is almost solely and exclusively in the interest of the
American laborer and for the protection of the American manu-
facturer from bankruptcy.

THE LOWER WAGES IN EUROPE OFFSET BY GREATER EFFICIENCY OF AMERI-
CAN LABOR.

James G. Blaine once said:

That the actual labor cost of the Ameriean product Is less because
the effectiveness of American labor was superior to that of the working-
man of any other nation on earth. .

Prof. William G. Clark, indorsed as an authority by the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. GArtinger], in the Engineering
Magazine for May, 1904, submits a table, which he bases on
official data, showing the comparative productivity of American
labor for the year 1900, as follows, to wit:

American, average annual output $2, 450
Canadian, average annual output 1, 455
Australian, average annual output 900
French, average annual output 640
England, average annual output 556
German, average annual output 460

I do not assert that these figures are strictly correct, but be-
lieve it will be generally conceded that the American workman
has at least twice the efficiency of the European workman, be-
cause of the use of superior machinery, modern appliances, and
more effective invention.

PER CENT OF WAGES TO VALUE OF PRODUCT NOT CONSIDERED IN TARIFF
RATES OF PENDING BILL.

The percentage which labor receives upon the gross product in
the textiles industry, for example, as compiled by our own census
on manufactures, is only 19.5 per cent; and yet when the woolen
schedule, for example, is examined, the present bill puts yarn, 143
per cent (par.373) ; knit fabries, 141 per cent (par. 374) ; plushes
and other pile fabrics, 141 per cent; wool advanced in any man-
ner beyond scouring, 140 per cent; woolen cloths or worsted, 134

" per cent (par. 374) ; blankets, 107 per cent; flannels for under-
wear, 143 per cent; dress goods, coat linings, and so forth, 105
per cent (par. 8376) ; felts, not woven, 95 per cent; wearing ap-
parel, clothes, dolman, jackets, ulsters, and so forth, for ladies
and children, 80 per cent; hats of wool, 92 per cent; shawls, 92
per cent; woolen carpets, 114 per cent (par. 389).

Grossly violating the principle of protection, even from the
Republican standpoint, and even in cotton cloth, which is par-
ticularly needed by our poorest people, cotton carpets are taxed
50 per cent (par. 389) ; cotton cloth 42 per cent, and as high as
61 per cent for different kinds of cotton cloth; cotton handker-
chiefs, 55 per cent; cotton sleeve linings, 58 per cent.

Mr. President, the cost of labor in transforming wool and
cotton into cloth is small. It does not exceed an average of 25
per cent, and in England it is slightly more than in the United
States, because the labor there is not so efficient as in the
United States; and the difference in the cost of production at
home and abroad as far as the labor cost in cotton and woolen
cloth is concerned is almost a negligible quantity.

It will not do, Mr. President, to attempt to deceive anyone
by pretending that the difference in cost of production of items
on this bill at home and abroad is not available, or that it
would take years to compile it, as the managers of this bill have
asserted on the floor of the Senate during this debate. It is
available, and it has been collected on many sample products.

I had the honor to submit to the Senate, during the present
gession, the report of Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor,
of 1898, who ecarefully examined into this question of costs, giv-
ing the precise amounts of costs in 446 instances. And in re-
gard to woolen goods he shows that No. 1 woolen yarn can be

made at a labor cost of 5.44 per cent of the finished product
(S. Doe. 20, 55th Cong., 3d sess., p. 84); that woolen yarn
No. 2 could be made with a labor cost of 4.74 per cent of the
finished product; that woolen yarn No. 3 could be made for
7.11 per cent of the finished product; that woolen yarn No. 4
could be made for 6.49 per cent of the finished product; that
woolen yarn No. 5 could be made at a cost of 7.71 per cent of
the finished product; that woolen yarn No. 6 could be made at
a labor cost of 9.29 per cent of the finished product; and
including the entire cost of labor in transformation materials,
which are shown in No. 426, that woolen cloth in the United
States, 55 inches wide, 24 ounces to the yard, can be made at a
labor cost of 16.44 per cent of the finished product.

But the Committee on Finance approve a rate of 143 per cent
on woolen yarn. -

Mr. President, if I should point out all of such inequalities
between the cost of production at home and abroad and the
rates fixed by this bill, with its 4,000 items, it would require
a volume and many days of time. I therefore content myself
with a complete demonstration of the general character of this
bill in its indifference to the principles of protection as laid
down in the Republican platform, and will then proceed with
other considerations.

I take a few items from Carroll D. Wright's report, giving the
cost of labor in transforming wool into blankets in the Unifed
States, compiled by him under the instructions of the Senate ten
years ago, and of woolen cloth.

He explains that this work was obtained directly from the
manufacturers by the Department of Labor, using “ experts
from the department, detailed for that purpose.”

He shows the total cost of labor in blankets, cloth, and woolen
yarns to be from 5 per cent to 30 per cent.

[From report of Carroll D. Wright, Commissioner of Labor, 1898, by
experts on cost, in answer to Senate resolution.]

Woolen goods.

No. 300.—Blankets: Unlited States; 1897 ; unit, 1 po
White ; best grade: all wool ; warp, 16 cut; fillin

und.
10 cnt; 46 threads
of warp and 3

plcks of filling per inch; size, T2x 0 inches ; weight, 6

pounds.
Per cent
Amount. | o1 total,
Cost of labor in transforming materials $0.145 15. 56
Cost of materials and all other items except labor, . 87 844
PO O08E ot o e S SRt e .932 | 100. 00

No. 391.—Blankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 nd.

White ; navy; all wool ; warp, 73 cut; filling, d cut; 24 threads of
warp d;nd 24 picks of filling per inch; size, 58xT8 inches; weight, 3%
poun

Cost of labor in transforming materials ......_ ... .. ......... £0.0978 15.28
Cost of materials and all other items except labor. ........... .b422 84.72
o B R S P e S e S P S e . 6400 100. 00

No. 392.—Blankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
White; medium grade; all wool; same general description as prod-
uct No. 300, but made of cheaper guality wool.

-

Per cent

Amount.| ;¢ total,
Cost of labor in transforming materinls........ccoceeeuecnennan §0.13 18, 67
Cost of materials and all other items except labor............ .B7 8L.43
e S i o 1 .70 100. 00

No. 303.—Blankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
All wool ; warp, 11 cut; filling, 9 cut; 233 threads of warp and 27
picks of filling per Inch; size, 58x76 inches; weight, 2 pounds. .

Per cent

Amount, | et by

Cost of labor in transforming materials........ccoeeceecvnnnnns $0. 1417 8L.40
Cost of materials and all other items except labor............ . 5096 68. 60
TOUAL OORE. . oo v vinia i amsmarmsan s vias s SA s A e .4513 100. 00
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Woolen goods—Continued.

No. 804, —Rlankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.

. White; best grade: cotton warp and wool ﬂ'lling: warp, No. 16; fill-
ing, 10 cut; 52 threads of warp and 42 picks of filling per Inch; size,
60x72 inches; weight, 5 pounds,

Woolen geods—Continued.

No. 402.—Blankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.

Horse: low grade; mixed wool and cotton; warp and filling, both
4-cut; 20 threads of warp and 20 picks of filling per inch; size, 84x90
inches ; weight, 7 pounds.

Per cent

Amount. l;fl;;’;nﬁ Amount. | 2% SETH
Cost of labor in transforming materials. ... ..cc.ccveeeencaaas $0.125 15.76 | Cost of labor in transforming materials ......... $§0. 0550 82.09
Cost of materials and all nt;gr items except labor. . 668 84.24 | Cost of materials and all other items except labo L1164 67.91
TR BORE. o e e Rl i .793 | 100. 00 o SR Pl P e e 1714 | 100.00

No. 305.—Blankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.

* White; mixed cotton and wool; warp, 10 cut; filling, 10 cut; 36
threads of warp and 36 picks of filling per inch; size, %0:72 lm:i:u:
welght, § pounds.

No. 403.—Blankets; United States; 1807 ; unit, 1 pound.

Horse; blue; cotton warp and wool ﬂllinﬁ: warp, No. 10; filling,
4-cut; sé; threads of warp and 48 picks of filling per inch ; size, 84x!
inches ; weight, 7 pounds.

Per cont Per cent
Amount.| o total, Amount.| of total,
Cost of labor in transforming materials.........c.ccceceennnan- $0.135 16.71 | Cost of 1abor in transforming materials ........ccvenunennannn $0.0714 24.43
Cost of materials and all otti‘er items except 1aDOT weveunnn.-. 673 83.29 | Cost of materials and all other items except labor ........... 2209 75.67
5 P e M et el [ 2 .sosi ~ 100.00 A R e e e S e S .2023 | 100.00
No. 392.—PBlankets: United States; 1807; unit, 1 pound. No. 404.—Blankets: B;lﬁmm; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
White ; medinm grade ; all wool ; same eral description as product White ; all wool ; medium quality.
No. 390, but made of cheaper quality woo!
Per cent
Amount.
Amount, | Per cent of total.
of total. _
Cost of labor in transforming materials ............. $0. 0525 14.99
Cost of labor in transforming materials ......ecoeecceenraaens $0.13 18.57 | Cost of materials and all other items except labor 2977 85,01
Cost of materials and all other items except labor ........... b7 51.43 il b e I T A, B 5 100.00
TR A0 o oa v sl cn s swwwnsin s nesh sss sanany sassssasans .70 100. 00

No. 393.—Blankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
All wool ; warps, 11 cut; ﬂ.lllngi 9 cut; 23§ threads of warp and 27
picks of filling per inch; size 58x76 i

No. 405.—Cloth: United States; March, 1898 ; unit, 1 yard.
Beaver; 54 inches wide; welght, 29 ounces per yard; warp yarn, No.
16 colored cotton; weft yarn, § of 2% run and 3 of 1 run shoddy; 85

neles ; weight, 2 pounds. ends of warp and 62 picks of weft per inch.
Per cent Per cent
Amount. | ‘of tota], Amount.| o5 t5tal,
-~
Cost of labor in transforming materials...........ccocennne- $0.1417 31.40 | Cost of labor in transforming materials .....ccccvveencenacnas $0. 240 28.20
Cost of materials and all other items except 18boT....cceuu.. . 8096 68.60 | Cost of materials and all other items except 18bOT ccccvunnnns 6.11 71.80

No. 394.—Blankets: United States; 1897; unit, 1
White ; best grade; cotton warp and wool filli

{mg. 10 cut; 52 threads of warp and 42 picks of
x72 inches; weight, 5 pounds.

pound.
; warp No. 16; fll-
lling per inch; size,

No. 408.—Cloth: United States; March, 1898; unit, 1 yard.

Cassimere; 54 inches wide; weight, 203 ounces per yard; warp yarn,
E!l hmm: weft yarn, 2§ run; 50 ends 'of warp and 36 picks of weft per
nch.

Per cent Per cent
Amount. of total. Amount. | e ey
Cost of labor in transforming materials........cccvvnenasanas $0.125 15.76 | Cost of labor in transforming materfals .ocvoveeecnreeennnnaas $0.20 23.
Cost of materials and all other items except labor........... . 668 84.24 | Cost of materials and all other items except 1abor....cc.v.u.. .64 76.19
PRI G0N .- 9. n st S e E T B Tl s 100.00 [ 0 e e e AL S e e .Sil
No. 400.—Blankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound. No. 407.—Cloth: United States; March, 1808 ; unit, 1 yard.

Horse; medlum grade; all wool; warp and filling, both 5-cut; 22 Cassimere; 54 inches wide; weight, 22 ounces per f“d: warp yarn,
threads of Wﬂl‘&w‘i 22 picks of filling per inch; size, 84x90 inches; | 2 run; weft yarn, 2} run; 50 ends of warp and 36 picks of filling per
welght, 7 poun inch.

Per cent y Per cent

Amount. of total. Amount. of total.

Cost of labor in transforming materials. ......coceveecrinnnns $0. 0850 19.07 | Cost of labor in transforming materials ........ccoceuccuannan $0. 2100 23. 80
Cost of materials and all other items except labor........... . 8607 80.93 | Cost of materials and all other items except labor ........... L6725 76.20
) U e e G Gy g R L4457 100. 00 e R e e e A e B e A e S&Zﬁ‘ - 1C0. 00

No. 401.—RBlankets: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
Horse ; plaid ; all wool ; warp and filling, both 43-cut; 21} threads of
warp and 17 picks of filling per inch; s(xe. 78x80 inches; weight, 5

No. 408.—Cloth: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.
Cassimere; 54 inches wide; weight, 26 ounces ger yard ; warp yarn,
4-run ; weft yarn, run; 75 ends of warp and B4 picks of weft per

pounds. inch.
Per cent Per cent
Amount.| of total, Amount. | % S
Cost of labor in transforming materials............c.cceeeuee L 21.42 | Cost of labor in transforming materials........ccevvvnennnnan. $0. 8654 28,31
Cost of materials and all other items except labor.. . 3669 78.58 of materials and all other items except labor............ . 9252 71.69
o 2 b s 2T Rl I PSR e el IO Y rna Ll . 4669 100. 00 I O L e e o et 1.2905‘ 100. 00
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‘No. 409.—Cleth: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.

Woolen goods—Continued.

No. 415—0!otk United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 yard. £

Cassimere; G4 inches wide; we!ght 20 ounces per yard; warp gam, Kersey; 565 inches wide welght, 27 ounces ,?er yard ; warp yarnm,
4-run weft yarn, O-rumn; 60’ ends of warp and 52 picks "of wef per | run; yarn, 4j-run face run back ; 76 ends of warp and 60
plcks of weft per inch.
Per cent | Per cent
Amount. | of t5tal, Amomt1ol total,
Cost of labor in transforming materials. . emncmascail P02 28,00 | Cost of labor in transforming MAterials ...........eeeeneeenns §0.38 81.93
Ooltoimmﬂsandﬂlometitemexeepthbor ............ L7172 71.91 | Costof materials and all other items except labor........... Bl 68.07
T OOk == o 2 dvaa e s s S sar S A PR e L9973 | 100.00 Motalooml s e i s s b e 1.19 \ 100,00
No. 410.—Cloth: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 yard. No. 417.—Cloth: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.
Cassimere; 55 inches wide ; ht, 59 gunces per J 4}-run yarn, Kersey; piece dyed; 55 inches wide ; weigh t. 32 ounces per d,
gingle, double, and twisted une% in both warp an weft 88 ends of | warp yarn, § of 7 run "and 3 of 2§ run; weft yarn, § of 5 run an ) of
warp and 38 picks of weft pcr inch 2} run; 88 ends of warp and 66 picks of weft per inch.
Per cent
Amount,| Fe% cent Er A
Cost of labor in transforming materials. .......ovecesesesennss| $0.2163 17.80 Cost of labor in transforming materials......cceecevennancnas §0. 4202 22.47
Cost of materials and all other items except IADOT. . -.xmsmnen 1.0887 82.70 | Cost of materials and all other items exCept IABOF -......... L 4498 77.53
SO BN L et e et o TOtal COStrenrannnnerannrss Sinsersmnsentnsensres aesaves 1.8700 [ . 100.00

1.m! 100.00

No. 411.—Cloth: United States; Novhar. 1897 ; unit, 1 yard

Cheviot; 56 inches wide; we

iit 82 ounces per yard; warp

No. 418.—Cloth: United States; 1807 ; unit, 1 yard.
Kersey; one-third shoddy ; s wld_e: we
yarn, 20 ends of 33 run and 20 ends

yard ; warp of 14 run per inch

2817 No. 24 vworsted face and 3 fun wool beck wett sam, o rud | 3 ara run 40 onda of Whrp 4nd 40 picks ot weld Dok 100,
Per cent
A + I;{ercent Amount. | ¢ 4tal,
Cost of labor in transforming materials..........cccecceeeeee §0. 288 25.09
Goot of maseriars and aif otior tema exceptianoi | %8| 700 | Costof materials and ail other ltems except 1abor - 0| a.e1
iy R T A A B R D e R, =5 1.50 100. 00 Total cost ............. S T T T e T 1.148 100. 00

> - No 419 —Cloth: United States; November, 1897 : unit, 1 yard.
oy fizsCloh;, i, Sats, Novsgber, JAUT, it Ja, o | Moty el bt DA NS BT WO RS2 g
%dl ;fh.bom warp and weft; 8 of warp and 82 picks of weft Bﬁ A s i pieks ul’ o P g yarn, 2 i
Per cent Pe t
Amount. | of total, Amount. | of " 5ta),
Cost of labor in transforming materials. .......... $0.22 22.46 | Cost of labor in transforming materials.......cccceeremeanens $0. 2888 28.09
Cost of materials .76 77.55 | Cost of materials and all other items except labor.. 6112 71.91
% .98 100, 00 Tobal B0sb ..o o s e

.8500 ‘ 100.00

No. 413.—Cloth: United States; 1807 ; unit,
heviat; half shoddy : 56 inches wide;
1§-run yarn is used in both warp and wett

ends of weft per inch.

ard.
22

1%{.

ounces per yard;
ends of warge n.n,d.‘ 26

Per cent

Amount. o ee ey
Cost of labor in transforming materials. .......-.oeessncnnenss $0.15 28,30
Oouoimmiﬂamwo‘haimmkm.“. ........ .88 7170
TORLOML i csonnansnsvaavensssvasascansasanssn - .63 100, 00

No. m—-moth United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.

565 inches wide; weight. 82 ounces per grd: warp yarn, 3%

run; weityam,lirun.uundnafwnrpm picks of weft per
Per cent

Amount. | “o¢ ¢o¢al.

Cost of labor in transforming materials..........cccumeeenanes £0.26 25.49
Cost of materials and all other items except l.shnr ............ W76 74.51
DR 0B - o un o v s aim s s o AR M s 102 100.00

No. 414.—Cloth:

United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.

No. 421.—(Cloth: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.

Cheviot; piece dyed; 55 inches wide; weight, 20 ounces per yard; 2 Melton; 54 inches wide; weight, 28 ounces per yard; warp yarn, 3
threads of 1? runs each, doubled and twisted, used in both warp and | run; weft yarn, 83 run; 58 ends of warp and 54 plcks of weft per
weft ; 40 end.s of warp and 30 picks of weft per inch. inch.

Amount. Efrt:fﬁ"' Amount. lzﬁrtgfﬁf
Cost of labor in transforming materials.......cccceceeecnnnceas $0.1638 22,51 | Cost of labor in transforming materials....ceeeeveecnnarenans $0. 2549 '._:.'Ls'r
Cost of materials and auoth%: items except labor.....eacee.. . 5812 77.49 | Cost of materials and all other items exeept labor i . 7381 74.33
TLAT SoRt e ] 7500 | 100,00 ITOERIBOME L1 - s sy i e S 9930 ‘ 100.00

No. 415.—Cloth: United States; 1897 ; unit, 1 yard. No. 422.—Cloth: United States; November, 1807 ; unit, 1 yard.

Kersey; high grade; ﬁneiy'ﬁnlshéd 55 Inches wlde weli Thibet; 55 inches wide; weight, 23 ounces per Hi 3§ run yarn
ounces per yard;, 4i-run yarn is used in both warp and weft; 48 end.s used in both warp and weft; U5 ends of warp and 46 plc of weft
of warp nndy 48 plicks of weft per inch. per inch. i s

]
Amount, Fercent Amount | {1E et
Cost of labor in transforming materials .........cccovmenaceeas $0.54 80.86 | Cost of labor in transforming materials ....c.cceeevnacieneen. | £0, 32 28.57
Cost of malterials and all other items except labor. .......... 1La 69.14 | Cost of materials and all other items except labor ...........| .80 71.43
L e S D ) 17| 100.00 e N T T LR !
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Woolen goods—Continued.

No. 423.—Cloth: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.
Thibet; plece dyed; G50 inches wide; weight, 22 ounces ﬂpegq yard ;

Woolen goods—Continued.

No. 430.—Woolen yarn: United States; 1807-98; unit, 1 pound.
No. 1 yarn. i

warp yarn, 5 run; weft yarn, 1} run; 46 ends of warp an picks
of weft per inch, Par cent
Amount. | e by
Per cent
Amount. of total,
" Cost of labor in transforming materials .......cceciiecnnanaas $0. 0260 5.44
Cost of materials and all other items except 1abor ....cee.... .45622 94. 56
Cost of labor in transforming materials .......... §0.1825 28. 08
Cost of materials and all other items except labor . 4675 7192 TOAL COSEannnnnseerenenssenccnarnsanmana s nanns - 4782 100.00
TOAL COSE..oaneneeen e s s s -6500 [ 100.00 | No. 481.—Woolen yarn: United States; December, 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
~ No. 2 yarn.
No. 424.—Cloth: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 yard. P ¢
Tricot; plece dyed; 32 inches wide; weight, 3} ounces per yard; Amount, ?{uc;l}
GP run yarn used in both warp and weft; 35 ends of warp and 2(§ o
picks of weft per inch.
Cost of labor in transforming materials .............ccceea..| $0.0287 4.74
Amount. f’,;“w"&”,‘ Cost of materials and all other items except labor...........|  .5778 95.26
e e e L S S e e S G T . 6060 100. 00
Cost of labor in transforming materials ........ceeeeevnnesnss §0. 035 25,00 = = '
Cost of materials and all other items except labor . z .105 75.00 No&:sg.-;anr:mm yarn: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
Ak R e e A e S R SR . 140 100. 00
Amount. | Ber cent
o
No. 425.—Cloth: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.
MWMp co&'d 9. 55 mtchie:t et;lde . 1}v‘t"eighi:, :iz ounce;sper dsy‘ar}:l; warp y;r;ld
TUn an; run, tw. + Welk yarn, 4 run; SOOMT oL WALD AN Cost of labor in transforming materials ........ccuceueanannas $0. 0300 21.82
picks of weft per Inch. Cost of materials and all other items exoept 1abor ‘2886 |  78.18
O O e e o e mn e s x noE g ¥ Ly oy e s S . 3666 100.
Per cent
Amount. |\ o5 Sey _
: No. 433,—Woolen yarn; United States; 1897-98; unit, 1 pound.
Cost of labor in transforming materials . ........ccccoinnnes §0.3% 24.86 No."8 yars.
Cost of materials and all other items except 1abOT. .cvceueanas L18 75. 64 EhE
cen
b e S R i HE 100. 00 Amount. | oo neey
No. 426.,—Cloth: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 yard. Cost of labor in transforming materials. .. . ...coverecerunnas €0, 0382 7.11
Woolew cloth: B Inches wide: welght. 23 0 24 GUDCES DEr YArd: | Got o bosnls ang ol s oot €XCOPt 1ADOT ».vuneeeens . 4087 92.59
warp yarn, 2-ply 3% run wool; weft yarn, 2-ply & worsted; 30 picks —
per inch. IORAT OO ;12 - 452 m e mm s m e S =SSR S S s At smn . 5369 100. 00

Per cent

Amount. | e by
Cost of labor in transforming materials ............cceeeeeueen $0.24 16.44
Cost of materials and all other items except labor............ L22 88. 56
ORI e s v g R a Ty A b b v am e a s smm s RS e r iR A 100. 00

No. 427 —Cloth: Great Britain; 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.
Cheviot ; 54 inches wide ; worsted warg and woolen weflt; warp 2 fold
No. 10 worsted ; weft No. 9} and No. 30 twist; 20 picks per inch.

. | Per cent
|Amount. | ¢ o
Cost of labor in transforming materials .........ccveenniaa...| $0.2233 29.45
Cost of materials and all other items except labor . SRS . 5349 70. 55
L A R A e P S e s i ey . 7582 100,00
No. 428.—Cloth: Great Britain; 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.
Melton ; 54 inches wide; woolen warp and weft; warp No. 12; weft
No. 12; 32 picks per inch.
Per cent
Amount. | 5o
Cost of labor in transforming materials ..........cocieenaaia| $0.2026 29,
Cost of materials and all other items except 1abOT «vuuvunnnas . 4752 70.11
DORR N DO cm s s = = mvsmer = o W o e vl B A W R w0 B .6778 100, 00

No. 429.—Cloth: Great Britain; 1897 ; unit, 1 yard.
Undress worsted; 56 inches wide; woolen warp and weft; warp No.
18; weft No. 18; 50 picks per inch.

No. 434.—Woolen yarn: United States; December, 1807 ; unit, 1 pound.
No. 3 yarn.

Per cent
Amount. of total.
Cost of labor in transforming materials. .........cccoceiiaaanes £0. 0337 5. 50
Cost of materials and all other items except 1abor............ 5788 94.50
T e e S Y T T e N . 6125 100.00
No. 435.—Woolen yarn: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
No. 33 yarn.
Per cent
Amount.| o¢'total,
Cost of labor in transforming materials............ccocnvaaes $0. 1000 23.12
Cost of materials and all other items except 1abOT...evvunnnas . 3325 76.88
oy T R S e b S e S et ] . 4326 100. 00
No. 436.—Woolen yarn: United States; December, 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
No. 4 yarn. o
Per cent
Amount, of total,
Cost of labor in transforming materials......coveveeecnnneas £0.0412 6.49
Cost of materials and all other items except labor........... . 5938 93.51
TR DOBE s nn s s s s s ne s hines ahonin y s s eae Sy e e . 6350 100. 00

No. 437.—Woolen yarn: United States; 1897-98; unit, 1 pound.
No. & yarn.

Per cent Per cent

Amount.| o et oy Amount, | 158 o

Cost of labor in transforming materials .........ccceenneneea.| §0.2407 25.15 | Cost of labor in transforming materials.............5ccc...oo.| $0.0640 10.48
Cost of materials and all other items except labor ........... 7162 74.85 | Cost of materials and all other items except labor........... . 5469 89,52
N e e S A e e R L9569 | . 100.00 SRl OBt N e .61v9 | 100.00
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No. 438.—Woolen yarn: United States; December, 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
No. b yarn. )

Per cent
Amount, | =5 Y
Cost of labor in transforming materials. ... ......ccceeeenn. §0. 0512 7.71
Cost of materials and all other items except labor........... .6183 92.29
F e T e R R I e S e s o 6645 100. 00
No. 439.—Woolen yarn: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
No. 63 yarn.
Per cent
Amount. of total.
Cost of labor in transformi Ly R i e M $0,1200 22,87
Cost o and all other items except 18bOT vevevveunnn . 4165 .68
TRl O0BL . . icianiisiie s iiiiisiviidnaesrinan st b e . 5365 100. 00
No. 440.—Woeolen yarn: United States; 1897-98 ; unit, 1 pound.
No. 6 yarn.
Per cent
Amount. of total.
$0. 0742 11.88
. 5505 88,12
. 6247 ’ 100.00

No. 441.—Woolen yarn; United States; December, 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
0. 6 yarn.

Per cent
Amount. of total,
Cost of labor in transforming materials ... ....cccicivacanaans $0. 0637 9.29
Cost of materials and all other items except 1abor vuvuvee... L6218 90.71
Wyt g I G e R N A e PSR A . 6355 l 100.00
L]
No. 442.—Woolen yarn: United States; 1897-98; unit, 1 pound.
Amount. §f1;)“fa‘}t
Cost of labor in transforming materials. ......coooeiacaaaans $0. 0941 18.51
Cost of materials and all other items except 1abOT. ccuvenenn.. . 6025 86,49
Total cost....... i L) O Lo A T Tl L . 6966 100. 00
No. 443.—Woolen yarn: United States; November, 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
No. 9 yarn.
Amount. | 7SR
Cost of labor in mnsfom;ingmaterials....................... $0. 1600 19.85
Cost of materials and all other items except labor.... . 6055 80.156
R O s S i s B R S e R W R SRR € R . 7650 100. 00
No. 8 yarn,
No. 444.—Woolen yarn: United States; 1897-98; unit, 1 pound.
No. 10 yarn. A
Amount. | 8% SE8*
Cost of labor in transforming materials ........coccevecirannnn 0. 1085 14.65
Cost of materials and all other items except l1abor............ . 6322 85. 35
M T e T P P L T T L e . T407 100. 00
|
No. 445.—Woeolen yarn: Belginm ; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.
Amount. l;?‘;oef:it
Cost of labor in transforming materials .....oovveneeinenanneas £0. 0700 26, 66
Cost of materials and all other items exeept labor ........... .1926 78.34
D O R e e e s e P B e i sl g = i H e S . 2626 100. 00

Woolen goods—Continued,
No. 446.—Woolen yarn: Belgium; 1897 ; unit, 1 pound.

Per cent

Amount. | ¢ total,

Cost of labor in transforming materials . cennswoave| §0.0808 i 11. 85
thofmteﬂﬂsandn]]ol-heritememp&hbnr ........... . 2320 88.85
G TR e e e s e 2626 i 00.00

CENSUS TABLES, SHOWING FERCENTAGE OF LABOR TO VALUE OF PRODUCT
IN COST OF PRODUCTION.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I submit the following tables,
taken from Table 156 of the Abstract of the Census of 1000,
relative to 15 groups of industries. While these tables can not
be called microscopically exact, they certainly comprise the best
evidence available to show the relative return to labor and to
capital affected by the tariff, and in so far as they lack pre-
cision are more favorable to capital than to labor, because these
figures were obtained from the reports of manufacturing estab-
lishments controlled by capital, and the evidences, therefore, are
out of the mouths of the manufacturers themselves, but are
based on watered stocks, and cover returns to eapital contained
in salaries and miscellaneous items which can not be determined.

These tables which I shall submit will show the capital al-
leged to be invested in 1890, 1900, and 1905, with the expenses,
including salaries of officers, amounts paid in wages, amounts
paid under the head of * Miscellaneous,” and the amount paid
for * materials,” with the value of the product and the profit,
showing the percentage of profit to capital and the percentage
paid to labor out of the proceeds of labor, and the percentage
of wages to the increase of value by manufacture.

I have been compelled to make these compilations, and am in-
debted for the calculations to Mr. Josiah H. Shinn, of Washing-
ton, a statistical expert of high standing, and to Mr, J. J. Mec-
Coy, Actuary of the United States Treasury. The Census Burean
neglected to point out in jts tables the comparative reward of
capital and labor, and I have done so, in order to show the
truth with regard to it

Neither the Committee on Finance nor the Committee on
Ways and Means in the House has seen fit to furnish this in-
formation to the country, and yet only in this direction and
by like methods and tables can be determined “the difference
in cost of labor or of production at home and abroad ™ on which
this tariff bill is falsely pretended to be drawn.

The percentage of labor is worked out in every one of the
great tables affecting the 14 groups of industries in the United
States from details gathered with infinite care from the manu-
facturer himself, and are therefore as favorable to him as
they might naturally be expected to be. A very interesting
ratio of the relative wages is found in these tables; that is to
say, that under this high prohibitive tariff, engendering mo-
nopolies, the result has followed which might be expected to
follow—that labor continually” receives a diminishing share of
that which it produces. For instance, taking the textile indus-
try, in 1890 labor received 22 per eent of the gross product;
in 1902 it received 20.8 per cent of the gross produect; and in
1905 it received 19.5 per cent. So it will be found all through
these tables that the monopolies which have been built up upon
these tariffs have gradually diminished the part which labor
receives.

Look at these wonderful tables, showing the profits of the
various manufacturers of the country by groups of industries.
Remember the enormous stock-watering operations shown by
Moody’s Manual and by Poor's Manual and the corporation
statistics of the last fifteen years, and then consider what it
means when this watered capital on food products pays 16.4
per cent interest, with a fairly estimated profit, considering
water, of 32 per cent; on textiles, of 12 per cent, with a fairly
estimated profit of 24 per cent; on iron and steel, of 10.6 per
cent, which would be probably 30 per cent; on lumber, of 18.7
per cent, and probably of nearly 50 per cent; on the industries
of leather, 13.5 per cent, wken it should be at least three times
that; and so all through the list.

These monopolies are shown to have the certain enormons
rates of profits which these tables point out. These tables neces-
sarily include a multitude of companies whose profits are reason-
able and just in every respect, who are not monopolists, who are
doing business on a fair competitive market, so that the profits
of monopoly are the special profits which swell this total to a
high figure, and which stand above, and far above, the averages




1909.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

8261

which are given. When there is also taken into consideration
the fact that on a physical valuation they would not have prob-
ably one-third of the capital invested which they pretend to
have by their capital stock; when it is remembered that under
the head of salaries and miscellaneous expenses and other artful
methods of bookkeeping the earnings of these monopolies are
being secretly used and concealed and being invested in vari-
ous forms of property, it is no exaggeration to say that the earn-
ings on physical valuation are probably three times what they
appear to be on the face of the census reports.

Mr. President, I call the attention of Senators in considering
these tables and invite them to remember that since 1890 the
United States has gone through the most remarkable stock-
watering operation that the civilized world has ever seen. And
the earning power of labor and of public franchises has been
eapitalized in a multitude of monopolieg, which have been eéstab-
lished by combining competing enterprises into single companies,
g0 that, while the capital of 1800 was in a large measure watered
stock, it is probably no exaggeration to say that the capital of
1905 will average probably 66 per cent of “water;"” so that
when you consider the percentage of profit on the eapital in
these tables it should be at least doubled and should be prob-
ably trebled to give a fair estimate.

Another item which should be kept in mind is that the men
who control corporate organizations can allow themselves such
enormous rewards under the head of salaries that this item is
also an important additional item in faver of capital. With
this explanation, it will be seen that labor’s share of the return
of the work done in this aggregate group of all the great in-
dustries relating to manufactured products is very small and,
after supplying the necessaries of life, leaves labor no surplus;
the profit of capital, confessedly, is 16.4 per cent.

Now, Mr. President, I submit a tabulated abstract showing
the profits of capital conceded; also a table of estimated profits
and a table of probable profits in the 14 great groups of our
national industries.

THE MEANING OF WORDS USED IN THE TABLES.

Salaries—Covers the salaries of officinls, salesmen, book-
keepers, clerks, stenographers; in some cases, superintendents
and foremen.

Wages.—The word “ wages " means the wages of workingmen.

Miscellaneous.—Means (see Special Report of Census, Manu-
factures, vol. 1, 1905, p. xcix) :

1. Amount paid for rent of factory or works.

2. Amount paid for taxes, not including internal revenue.

3. Amount paid for rent of offices and buildings other than
factory or works, and for inlerest, insurance, internal-revenue
tax, ordinary repairs of buildings and machinery, advertising,

traveling expenses, and all other sundry expenses not reported |

under the head of “ Materials.”

Materials. 8 page ci, means:

1. Cost of components of the product.

2. Cost of fuel, oil, and waste.

3. Packing boxes, and materials to make them.

4. Wrapping paper.

5. Freights paid by the manufacturers,

6. Rent of power and heaf.

The salaried officials include the administration force,
whether of sales, manufacturing, puwrchasing, advertising, or
mail orders (p. Ixxiv).

See Exhibit 1.

Exuarsir 1.
summary of manufactures by fourteen groups of industries.
Speeial Census Report, Manufactures, pt. 1, 1805, p. 28 et X
[ gg: po ol p seq. ;

Summary of mﬁwﬁm by fourteen groups of industrice—Continued,

Ifth Census, 1900, ntactnrea pt. 1, p , and pp.
exlly and exlv; with special ecal latiom by J'osiah H. Shinn and
. J. MeCoy, actuary of United States Treasury.]
1005. 1800. 1890,
1. Food-products inanstues '
Capital §1,173,151,276 | $940,8%0,833 |  §307,678,828
Expenses—
Officers. 851,456,814 $30,313,654 $33,818,664
VAR Lk o P | s164,601, $120,010,070 |  $90.373.450
Il 18 131,773,642 $77,086,185 036,982
Materials €2,304,416,564 | §1,880,256,143 | §1,318.063 830
Total $2,652,248,539 | $2,085,486,062 | $1,405,557,026 |
RO ] $192, 936, 191,235,048 §140,600,265
Gross produoet__ . oooean $2,845,234,900 | §2,277,702,010 | §1,636,197,101
Per cent profit on capitalstock. 16.4 20 27.6
bor's share of gross prod-
uet, per cent. . oooeocaeoooaaa 5.7 5.7 5.5

1905. 1800, 1890,
1. Food-products industries—
Continued.
Value of gross output__ | 82,845,234 000 | $2,277,702,010 | &1,638,197,101
Cost of materials. ... $2,304,416,564 | $1,83%,250,143 | §1,818,968,5830
P oo Siss 00113 3129,31‘5' ora 7.2, 501
ost 0f 1aDOT. o e L6001, 873, 4
Per cent of cost of labor to i o o
increase in value. ..., 30.4 33.7 35.1
2. Textile industries:
LYel 1 = | E §1,744,169,234 | $1,366,604,058 | $1,008,050,208
$40,082,857 §35, 408, 183
Bi41,734, 300 78,167, 760
$128, 481,214 §78, 404,675
Materials. §1,2486, 562,061 $805, 984,796 S?M,DO-L.WJ
Total §1,984,751,870 | §1,416,182,766 | $1,007,078,830
Profit - 2600, 221,301,718 §li4, 508,665
QGross produet— oo $2,147,441,418 | §1,637,484,484 | $1,261,672,504
Percent proﬂt oneapital stock. 12 16.1 15.3
Labor's share of gross prod-
uct, pereent oo 19.5 20.8 ”
Value of grossoutput._______| 82 147,441,418 | $1,637,484,484 | $1,261,672,504
Cost of materials , 248,562,061 $505,934,796 $705,004, 209
Increase in valoe_____.__| §000,879,358 | §741,400,088 . 067, 595
Qost of 1abor— e e oo §418,80,630 341,734,390 , 167,760
Pur cent of eost.of labor to |
in value. 46.6 46.1 50
8. Iron nnﬁ nteal industries:
Capit $2,381,498,157 | $1,528,079,006 | $097,872,488
€100, 444,683 $58,000, 781 g
857, 575, 499 351 ?14
§166,806,587 , 492,127
$1,179,981,458 |  $987,108,370 $ﬂ17 5:» 2‘.’.6
Total oo ooeoeeeemeeaao| $1,920,0680,234 | 1,518,656, 777 gﬂ? , 184,829
Profit. 247,059, 402 $274,834,131 16,872,208
Gross produoet ... eoeeeaeen .| | $2,178,739,726 | $1,708,400,908 | §1,144,056,537
Per cent profiton capital stock | 10.6 17.9 -14.7
Labor's share of gross p
net, pereent. o __| 22.10 .2 24.9
Value of gross output.........| $2,176,739,726 | $1,793,400,908 | $1,144,056,537
Cost of materials . . $1,179,981,458 $087,108,870 |  $317,554,
TIncrease in value........ $003,758,263 |  §906,202,538 | $526,502,811
QCost of labor.. e o] 357,508
Per cent of eost of labor to
increase in valoe. . ——.coeanoo 18.5 45 46
Capital $1,013,827,188 | $046,116,515 | §814,418,472
Ex
OTDOMER oox o pvemmss o e - £30,813,181
Wages. $201,558, 706
$145,510,782
Materials ,638,350
Total 40,501,022
Profit 341 47,363,808
Gross produet 223,730,336 $877,954,020
Per eecﬁpmﬂtnn eapitalstoek.] ”. 10.6 18.2
Labor’s share of gross prod-
uet, perecent .o -ioceaean-- 7.4 20.6 2.9
Value of gross output.....——| $1,223 730,886 | $1,080,908,579 $B77,954,920
Cost of materials_ . .-.o——e- $518,008,150 |  $561,501,302 | $482,658,350
Increase in value.....—.. 704,822,186 $469, 405,277 ,208,570
Oost of 1aber. __.oeoevenenena] $336,058,178 |  $212,201,768 ,558,703
Per cent of cost of labor to
inerease in valoe..-...-...] 4.7 45.2 48.5
5. Leather industries:
+ Capital $40,777,104 | §343,600,513 $246,795,713
Expenses—
Oflicers $18,372,722 £14,1886,600 £15,848, 267
Wages. $116,604,140 209,750,885 432,
Miscellaneous._ .- ------.|  $40,737,843 $92,042,504 £18,557, 831
Materials .. ..o} N?I,llﬂ.??l $895, 551,232 §294, 446,011
'!‘ﬂf-ﬁi $546,017,126 $582, 440,401 $426,814,702
Profit $58,830, 344 $51,200,6865 §50,741,328
@Qross produet .. | §705,747,470 $383,731,048 $487,556,030
l’m'emtproﬂconnpltalst.oek_ 13.3 14 24.6
Labor’s share of gross prod-
uet, pereent. . ooooooeo- 16.5 15.9 20.1
Value of gross output 2705, 747,470 $583,731,048 ,558,030
Oost of nn.tetiab. .............. $471,112,921 $305,551,232 » 446,011
in value $234,634,540 | $188,179,814 |  $193,110,019
Qost o! P RS R e §116,604,110 £09,750,885 808,432,593
r cent of cost of la to
inerease in valoe..._......._. 49.7 53 61




3262

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 15,

Bummary of manufactures by fourteen groups of industries—Continued,

Summary of manufactures by fourteen groups of industries—Continued,

1905. 1900, 1800, 1905, 1900, 1890,
6. Paper and printing: - 10. Metals and metal products
Ospitals el i $708,758,312 |  8557,610,6857 | €844,008,723 other than fron and steel—
Oonti.uued
848,074,138 | 834,675,096 s 050
974, Al R V) SRS O e $24,854,500 £16,059,194 4,924, 017
§140,002,458 | §117,611,864 Wages §117,599, 837 g /749,031 b5 1055, 644
76,000,663 524,277 e TER L $41,505,062 g:,m.m
§214,158,423 |  §149,507,579 Materials. ........._..._.. $644,867,583 | 106, 9‘9 $170,169,940
Total...receseneanaemsnns $713,811,194 70,204,677 $361,559, 706 4 b - 8 RS e 417,072 1,083,019 881,57
Profitis e e §143,301,062 | 127,023,001 | §84,227, Profit T00.500,080 | @17z, as Fis.086 571
Gross product. §857,112, 256 $606,817,768 $445,587,430 Gross produet. . covcaecaann.- , 262, 456 48,705, 6,908,
Per cent profit on eapital stock. | e 2.7 9.4 Percent profit on eapital stock. e i pet 28“.5; s i’nlsg
Labor’s share of gross prod- Labor's share of gross prod-
uet, pereent...ccacnaeacaed 21.6 23.1 268.5 0tk perennl.. . s 12.7 12.9 20.4
Value of gross output. ,112,256 ,817,768 , 587,430 Value of gross output......... 262,456 48,795,464 8,908,150
Cost of materials ﬁ.m.a&& 4,158,423 49,507,579 Cost of materials......._._.._, ﬁ’w 583 96,979, 368 ﬁ‘m:m;
Increase in value........ ,002,601 | $892,150,845 989,851 In in value 894,873 | §251,816,006 | §137,738,210
Cost 0f 18DOT e eeee oo e gSE.EAT,Tﬂl $§140,002,458 7,611,564 o8t 0f18bOT. - oo e '590. ‘749, ‘035,
Per cent of cost of labor to f ﬂl ge: cent of cost of labor to Conded el PPN
inerease in value. . ______| a33.8 85.7 39.7 increase in value 38.4 46.5
7. Liquors and beverages 1 4
ORIl e et $860,547,620 $534,101,049 $310,002, 635 $124,089,871 $96,004,753
,421,853 6,808, 405 $11,118,673 951,534 0,241,271
146,285 1946, £20,140,916 640, 19,008, 44 1550, 735
§223,446,420 |  $188,754,587 7,046, 500 ,145,016 g , 405, ,561,631
$139,854,147 $122,218,073 09,830, 410 Materials $125,088, 608 §107,182,656 $92,804,817
$420,858,205 $364,812, 422 $267,136, 580 Ot 674,361 482,008 84,058
§71,508,400 | $60,601,745 | 74,018,772 IO s od Bew aonis %:m]m %,M.cm - . :rm
Gross produoet. .. ocee oo $501,266,605 $425,504,167 $341,155, 361 TO88 Produet. e ceceemaccnnn .
Per cent profit on eapital stock. 10.8 i1 g le’creenl:‘. profiton capitalstock. m"“’i?ﬂ m'mﬁ m"““ﬁ?’
Labor’s share of gross prod- Labor’s share of gross prod-
uet, pereent..cooeaamaoa ... 8.9 8.6 8.5 uet, percent. ... ..icanana-. 18.9 17.6 21
Value of gross output......._. 1,266, 605 $425,504,167 1,155,261 Value of gross output......... 117,681 078,546 1,746,623
Cost of materials. ... | Sis0,854,147 | 122218 09,830,410 |  Qost Of mAterials..oerrs ro:] $126,085,008 |  $107.150,608 | 308,504,907
Increase in value. $361, 412,458 £203,285,004 §231,324,051 Increase in value........ 5
Cost of labor..._._... | $15,146,285 | $36,046,557 |  $20,140,16 Qost 0f 1abOr oo %%% n;g,g.sw Fae, 550, 139
Per cent of cost of labor to Per cent of cost of labor to i o i)
g Uhlm?ceal? lndv:ﬁljgg ..... e 12.5 12.2 126 increase in value......__.___. 50.5 28.3 7.3
. Chemicalsan produc . Vehicles for land trans 8 = .
Capital o] $1,504,728,510 | $198,800,219 | $322,543,674 | 12 Vo Lofdond
Oapital $447,607,020 | 8396,778,672 |  $248,24,770
voill, 2B, 334,118 £15,101,444 211,172,134
$10,825,045 | $20,508,992 &Isw,m $164,614,781 | - $118,212,370
$356,102,834 |  $230,915,794 $20,107,649 $10, 842,352 ,460,374
1 e st w'%’% sa;g.%.g $317, 468,013 $334,244,377 | §268,278,205 |  §174,0%4,639
BTORE oo oernon s e bt #16, 001, 2 05,068 i P O T 1 $600,486,651 | $467,026,762 | $313,460,52
Gross produet. ..o —oeeoeno-- $1,081,965,268 |  §352,801,877 |  £380,056,497 Profi $34,437,781 $40,722,367 $31,008,717
Hb:}m;,tgioﬂtontcapltalst%. ] 15.8 19.4
s share of gross prod- Gross product. ... 024, 442 $508,640,120 $344, 476,248
net; percent. . oo enaae. 8 7.9 8.9 {er b%ent prl:)ﬂton:capital smod s 7.0 " o2 12.4
abor's share of gross prod-
Value of gross output.......-. §1,031,965, 263 §552,801, 877 $380, 050, 497 uet, pereent. .. i il i) _
Cost of materials._........... "851,160 | $356,102,234 | §9230,915,794 » P 84.4 82.4 813
Increase in value........ $422,614,108 |  $106,609,543 40,140,703 Value of grose output......... $643,024, 442 508,640,120 4,476,243
Oost ot IRDOT. =i ] 1965, 248 $13. 870,602 - ,s:rz,'sm Cost of materfals___.._._._... , 244,877 :ﬁﬂ'm 74,624,639
Per cent of cost of labor to
increase in value............. 22.2 22.3 24.2 Increase in value........ gn,em.oes g&o.ﬁl}.ﬂh 60,851,604
9. (}1‘:'35;.s glass, and stone prod- %t ottlal}or ...... ST 1,800,517 64,614,781 118,212,379
: :t of cost of labor to
QOapital $558,846,682 |  $350,902,867 | §217,885,207 tnerease il vale. oo o 71.6 68.5 69.6
i 13. ghipi?nlildlu: e &77,352,701 208,074
------------------------ ¥ i A " » »
Officers 821,655,724 | s13,m8,008 | g11,370,622 o g : =
— oramoa0 | Tstoas cer 2,004,740
Miscellaneous. ... 822, 004, , 830, T4l ,008, 537 104,870
Materialno §I20,12600 | 04,010,081 | 308,000,148 gl S v A v el
$5,255, 508 $3,085, 661 . 302, 551
e - A Sl S B $330,974,065 §236,542, 486 $184,907,270 463, ,483,7 6,925,109
$60,256,367 | §57,021,740 1808, RO e P O
Gross produet. -...o..ooomceees $391,280,422 | $298,564,235 | $220,806,003 Totel. .- $75,200,513 ,020,133 $34,346,507
Per cent profit on eapitalstock. "oz 16.2 " b, - $7,460,726 0,586,025 $5,005,008
Labor's share of gross prod-
net, percent... . ooiccieaae. 37a 87.4 89.3 Gross produet.. Py m.'ﬂﬂ‘. 374.573.;53 M,Bﬂ.llg
Per cent profit on éapital stock. 6. .6 11
Value of gross output......... $301,230,422 |  §208,564,235 |  §229,806,003 Labor's share of gross prod-
Cost of materials.............. $123,124,392 $94,615,281 $68,900,146 uet, per eent..._coooceeene-..| 35.2 33.3 35.7
Increase In value........ $268,108, 020 08,048,954 $160,815,857 0 -
el e e $148.471 903 00,022,562 $00,541.7 Value of gross output......... £82,760,239 $74,578,158 $40,342,115
Par ot of eoat; of 1abior to ? > * Qost of materials . .........._] $37,403,179 , 483,772 $16,925,100
Increase in value............. 55.4 54.8 56.3
10, Metals and metal products Increase in value. ... £45,308, 060 001,388 417,008
other than iron and steel: Cost of 1abor. oo cecoeeacaaa ] £20,241,087 ,839,163 4,838,077
ORpiial s RN $508,340,758 $410, 646,057 $204, 285,820 Per cent of cost of labor to
increase in valoe............/ 64.5 60.4 63.3




Summary of manufactures by fourteen groups of industries—Continued, | Summary of manufactures by fourteen groups of industries—Continued.
1805. 1800, 1860. 1805. 1000. 1800,
14. Miseell . °| 14. Miscellaneous—Continned.
ﬂnsnciingmm €074,816,571 | $1,848,920,721 $768,870,920 Per cent profiton capitalstock. 14.5 13.3 16.4
Labor’s share of gross prod-
uct, pereent. .. __.....J] 19.9 248 21.1
655, 220 9,199, 283 , 363,252
?;'.514,512 746,162 tﬁ.m,m Value of gross output.......... §$041,604,873 | §1,004,002,294 645,574,453
01,198,384 | §51,083.611 | 849,025,323 Cost of materials. -......---..] '205,501 | | $400,073,705 |  $300,281,851
2205, $490,073,705 $300,231,851 Seinetiy o S L e g;’ms'w 24,00
- | R — ngm,m m.m.gg 9,263,870 %e:thb!m“&tﬂ? ------ = i,514,812 »748,162 , 643, 444
,189, 5 of cost of labor to
2okt sl i s increase in value.......____| | 88.9 30.4 5.5
Gross produet.....coeeeeaeee.-|  $041,604,873 | $1,004,002,204 |  $345,574,453

Average percentage of ges to labor pared to gross product in the 1} great clusses of industrics.

Per cent of wages to increase of
Ratio of w; to product. Per cent of ufactires %

Profit on 2 et il Estimated| Probable | labor | pane In man oy e

Industries. capital, profit on | profit on | wages to
1905, eapital. capital. gross
1905. 1000, 1890, product. | 5505, 1900. 1800,

1. Food products. 16.4 5.7 5.7 5.0 2.8 40.2 5.7 80.4 3.7 8.1

2, Textiles..... 12 10.5 20.8 22 24 56 19.56 46,6 46,1 B0

8. Iron and steel 10.6 221 2.2 24.9 1.2 81.8 2.1 48.5 45 46
PR il SR M el el e ik A 18.7 27.4 20.6 22.9 37.4 50.1 0.4 47.7 45.2 48.5

6. Leather 13.3 16.5 16.9 20,1 26.6 80.9 18.5 49,7 5 51
6. Paper and printing.....__. 17.9 7.6 23.1 26.5 35.8 5.7 1.6 33.8 85.7 3.7
7. Liguors and beverages.... 10.8 8.9 8.6 8.5 20.6 2.4 8.0 12.5 12.2 12.6
8. Chemicals and allied products-- 9.9 8 7.0 8.9 19.8 £0.7 8 22.2 22.8 24.2
9, Olay, glass, andstone.___.________.____.| 10.8 871 87.4 39,8 20.6 2.4 8 55.4 .8 6.3

10. Metal and metal produocts other than -

iron and steel 15.6 12.7 12.9 20.4 81.2 46.8 12.7 42.8° 35.4 46.5
11, Tobaeco. 16.4 18.9 17.6 21 32.8 49.2 18.0 30.5 8.3 37.8
12. Vehieles for 1and transportation ... ____ 7.6 34.4 82.4 34.3 15.2 22.8 84.4 71.0 68.5 69.6
A N g e 6.1 5.2 33.8 86,7 12.2 18.8 85.2 64.5 60.4 63.3
24 MiscallRneons. ool T i 14.5 10.9 24.6 211 29 43.5 19.9 88.9 89.4 89.5

For full details see Exhibit 1.

Average rate of wages to gross product
and value of products.

RELATIVE LABOR COST.

Mr. OWEN. The first important deduction shown from these
tables is the relative cost of labor as compared with the gross
product. It is less than 6 per cent in food products, and yet
the tariff on foed products is an average of 32 per cent, in order
to measure the cost of difference at home and abroad.

The total labor cost in textiles is 19.5 per cent, and yet the
tariff in this bill on flax manufactures is over 44 per cent, on
cotton manufactures over 47 per cent, on wool manufactures
over 58 per cent, and on silk manufactures over 60 per cent to
measure the difference in the cost of production at home and
abroad; a patent and ridiculous fraud on its face, which has not
been explained, which will not be explained, and which can not
be explained by the managers of this bill, and so it goes all
through this table. .

The total percentage of the value of the product paid in wages
in textiles is 19.5 per cent.

If we concede that the labor cost in Europe is absolutely
nothing; if we concede that the foreigner would not have to
pay any freight to bring his goods to America, would pay noth-
ing for ocean insurance, for breakage, wharfage, dockage, leak-
age, rattage, or stealage, still 19.5 per cent would be high enough
to protect the American manufacturer on an average.

Granting, however, that the European laborer earns half
as much, then one-half of 19.5 per cent would be sufficient.

Granting that the American laborer has twice the efficiency
of the European laborer, then no tariff whatever is necessary to
protect the American manufacturer; and granting that the
wages paid in Europe buy more of manufactured products and
as much of food products as in America, the European manu-
facturer would be entitled to a bonus from his home government
to put him on a parity with the American manufacturer.

In some cases a duty is necessary for protective purposes, but
the cases are few and the rate not high. A tariff for revenue
intelligently drawn will be more than three times as high as a
tariff for pure protection drawn in a spirit of perfect honesty.

If the Finance Committee can show any justification for the
schedules on the basis of the “difference of the cost of produe-
tion at home and abroad,” I am willing to concede this measure
of incidental protection under a tariff for revenue, but to con-

in all industries, 17.8 per cent, calculating from table of totals of wages

ceal the facts, to refuse to hear, to ridicule the inquiry, and
ignore the facts when proven is surely indefensible.

This abstract briefly exhibits the ratio of wages to gross
products and affords a basis of comparison with the ratio of
wages to gross products in countries competing with ours. This
supplies a basis for a generalization showing the difference in
the cost of production at home and abroad.

It will be seen, for example, that the average ratio of wages
paid to the gress product in the textile industry averages 19.5
per cent, less than 20 per cent. The difference in the wage
cost in the United States and abroad, conceding that the for-
eign workman receives a wage only half of that paid the Ameri-
ean workman and conceding that he is equally efficient and
conceding that his wages (half in money) has a purchasing
power of half the wages of the American workman, the differ-
ence in the cost of production based on such wages would be an
average of less than 10 per cent.

But it is not true that the wages paid foreign workmen
buys only half as much, but the fact is that every dellar paid
the foreign workman buys at least 50 per cent more than the
dollar paid the American workman, so that $10 paid a Euro-
pean workman is equivalent to $15 in purchasing power in the
United States.

So that the difference in the amount paid in wages because
of this factor as compared to the value of the gross product
is less than an average of 10 per cent, as above estimated.

Another factor of vital importance is the superior efficiency
of the American workman. Ten dollars paid to him turns out
twice as much goods as that paid the European workman;
consequently the difference in wages compared to gross product
is not only not against the American workman, but it is in his
favor, although he does not get the benefit of it from the man
who employs him.

It is not surprising, in view of these calculations based upon
our national statistics and well-established facts, that the man-
agers in charge of this bill dare not answer the question wheth-
er this bill is being written in accordance with the pledge of
the party that the rates should be determined by the differ-
ence in the cost of production at home and abroad.

The monopolist can not and does not consume his profit. So

that the result is that the capital of monopoly is rolling up like
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a huge snowball, picking up every opportunity offered by God
to mankind in our natural resources—the forests, the mines,
the water powers, the highways, and the land, both of city
and of the countryside; and labor, the creator of wealth,
languishes and grows weaker as the creature of wealth grows
stronger and exercises a mnatural but unrestrained appetite
by “acquiring ¥ the title to every visible and invisible natural
resource.

Mr. President, I am a firm friend of capital and always ready
to befriend its just rights. I believe in giving it safety and
stability, protecting it in its right to earn a fair reward upon its
employment. It is of great importance that the incentive should
be removed neither from the capitalist nor from the business
man who uses capital nor from the laborer who is employed by
capital, but I do not believe that all of the net proceeds of human
labor and every opportunity of human life should be appro-
priated by capital and all the reasonable opportunities of life
cut off from millions of wage-earners who have no more wisdom
or knowledge of how to protect themselves against the erafty
schemes of monopoly than if they were so many blind girl
babies. The Senate and the Senators on this floor, it seems to
me, are under a solemn personal responsibility to find the way
to protect the weaker elements of society, and they ought not to
write the laws of this country to serve monopoly at the expense
of the defenseless citizen wage-earner.

The incentive ought not to be taken away from capital ; neither
ghould the incentive be taken away from the small business man
who may be crushed by gigantic organizations of capital, and
above all the incentive of a reasonable reward, of a reasonable
return for labor, of the power to support a family by labor, in-
dustry, and providence. The power to have some leisure for
playtime should not be taken away from the American work-
ingman or the American working woman or the American
working child by the grinding process of unthinking corporate
monopoly.

Under the head of * Miscellany ” are concealed many items
favorable to capital by increasing the capital itself under color
of repairs, and so forth. ;

The estimate of the profit on capital is also too small, because
more than half of the capital claimed is water.

All of the return on eapital, except a small percentage, neces-
gary to provide for a reasonable return on capital, is a net
profit, while the return on labor contains no net profit worth
mentioning, although it is true that by long, hard hours of
labor, great deprivation, rigid economy, and careful saving, the
labor classes, through the savings banks exhibit a considerable
accumulation out of the proceeds of their labor.

Btatistice of the savings banks of the United Btates for 1906.
[Comptroller Currency Report, 1007.]

Total Amountof | Aver-
tors. deposits. age.

New England ---{ 2,987,281 | §1,168,148,705 1,04
Rastern Btates 8,562,504 | 1,058,005,727 |, 40s.08
Southern Btates.____ . 81,508 6,143,167 | 194.41
Middle States. | 1,087,748 508, 854,41
Pacific Stat - ' 265,435,714 | T4l.89
Total United States 8,027,192 8,482,1387,198 433.79

The savings under forty years of high-protective tariff aver-

age $433.79 to those who have been able to save, and these fig-

ures include hundreds of millions of the savings of the well-to-
do and many of the capital class, but only one person in ten,
after all, has a s=avings account, and the savings between the
laboring people and actual want will not average $43 per capita
for our entire productive population, counting all savings as the
savings of labor, while many millions are utterly defenseless
against the exactions of capital.

When it is remembered what the enormous product of the
labor of the average American workman is—$2,500 per annum—-
it will be observed that these savings of many years comprise
but a small part of the proceeds of labor.

In the table exhibited—the industries engaged in * food
products "—labor’s share of the gross product is very small,
because of the very large amount of raw material used, out
of which labor had previously been paid in the process of
production.

The same thing is relatively true of the industries dealing
with liguors and beverages.

It is also true that labor’s share in Iumber and iron and
steel, and clay, glass, and stone produets, and in vehicleg and
shipbuilding reaches a high percentage relative to the product,
for the simple reason that nearly all of the value in lumber,
outside of the stumpage, is pure labor. Labor goes into the
woods, cuts the tree down, hauls it to the mill, puts it on the
runway, saws the log, planes it, stacks the lumber, and puts
the lumber on the car. Capital, having acquired the land, fur-
nishes the sawmill, and permits labor to have a part of its own
profits in wages, but no more than labor can command in a
free, competitive market for labor.

The same thing is true with regard to clay products. The
workman digs the clay out of the ground, puts it through every
process with the work of his hands, and converts it into a
finished product. Capital, having acquired the title to the clay,
permits the workmen to dig upon the earth, owned by the eapi-
talist, and furnishes the workmen with tools, and pays the
workmen precisely as much, and no more, as his labor com-
mands in a free, competitive, labor market.

The laborer has a very narrow margin, and unless he be ex-
ceptional in self-denial, in providence, and is free from accident
or sickness or other incidental loss, he may, perhaps, save
enough to lift himself from the severe conditions which so en-
viron him to a more fortunate place where he can join the
capital class and get the benefits of a system which is well de-
vised to make the rich richer and the poor poorer,

THE HIGH TARIFF HAS LOWERED THE WAGES OF AMERICAN WOREMEN.

Mr. President, the advocates of a high tariff have always pro-
fessed, and I suppose usually felt, the greatest solicitude for
the welfare of the laboring man, and have believed, or appeared
to believe, that a high tariff would protect the American labor-
ing man against the injurious competition of the * pauper
labor ”* of Europe. I shall show by our own statistics that the
wages of the American workman have been lowered under the
operation of this tariff.

Wages are not valued alone by dollars and cents; dollars
change in purchasing power, depending on the number of dollars
put in circulation in any given country and the intimacy of its
commercial relations with other countries, and the whole world
is confused in the question of prices by the grossly unequal dis-
tribution of currency in the different nations of the world; a
great problem, which is now undergoing and will undergo a more
rapid readjustment under the fast increasing improvement of
rapid modern intercourse.

Attention is expressly called to the fact that labor's share of
the proceeds of labor has not increased in the highly protected
industries—it has decreased.

In the textile industries labor received 22 per cent of the gross
product in 1890, 20.8 in 1900, and 19.5 in 1905. :

In iron and steel labor received 24.9 per cent in 1890 and 22.1
per cent in 19035,

In leather goods labor received 21.1 per cent of the pro-
ceeds of labor in 1800, 16.9 per cent in 1900, and 16.5 per cent
in 1905.

In paper and printing labor received 26.5 per cent of the pro-
ceeds of labor in 1890, 23.1 per cent in 1900, 21.6 per cent in
1905.

1n chemical and allied products labor received 8.9 per cent in
1890, 8 per cent in 1905.

In clay, glass, and stone products labor received 39.3 per cent
in 1890, 37.1 per cent in 1900, -

In metal and metal products, other than iron and steel, labor
received 20.4 per cent in 1890 and 12.7 per cent in 1905.

In tobacco labor received 21 per cent in 1890 and 18.9 per cent
in 1905.

In shipbuilding labor received 36.7 per cent in 1890 and 35.2
per cent in 1905.

In miscellaneous industries labor received 21.1 per cent in
1890 and 19.9 per cent in 1905.

It is perfectly obvious that under the high tariff the re-
ward of labor has diminished relatively to the gross product o
labor. q

When we compare the increase of the value of products,
the increase of the cost of materials, and the number of wage-
earners, and the total wages between 1890 and 1900, we find that

the growth of capital value corresponding with that of the value
of products is decidedly more than the increase of total wages;

that the average wage for all clusses of wage-earners, in dol-
lars and cents, is less in 1900 than in 1890. The increase of
earnings is 25 per cent; that of wages only a little over 22 per
cent.
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Number of &mfa“
Capital Value of Cost of ma- |- GHDer o FAIS:
wage- | Total wages. |product of | Per cent,
value. produets. terials, of .. the wage-
earner.
e S e A R e R e e et $9,813,834,800 | §13,000,149,159 | $7,343,627,875 | 5,306,143 | $2,320,088,168 $2,450 17.8
1890. 6,625,050, 759 9,372,378, 5,162,013,878 | 4,251,535 | 1,891,958,795 2,204 20.2
Inerease 3,288, 783,681 8,627,770,316 | 2,181,613,997 | 1,054,608 428,084,373

Nineteen hundred average wage, $437; annual weekly wage,
$8.60, to support 3 people, a labor loss of 10 per cent in wages
relative to value of product.

The percentage of wages to value of products was 17.8 per
cent in 1900, 20.2 per cent in 1890, a loss for labor of 10 rer cent.

Here is an increase of $3,627,740,316 in the value of the prod-
ucts of labor under the “value of products,” and $428,984,373
goes to 1,054,608 additional laborers, while $3,198,755,943 is the
net value of the products of such labor. One million fifty-four
thousand six hundred and eight new workmen get $428,984 373
with which to sustain approximately 3,000,000 people; to feed,
clothe, and shelter them; leaving no surplus for enforced idle-
ness, sickness, accident, or death; and a vast profit goes to
capital that does not have the same exacting demands for food
and clothing. The annual weekly wage is only $8.60 to sup-
port three people. How does this compare with Europe where
the dollar buys 50 per cent more, and $8.60 here is only equal
to $5.73 there? Look at their wages, their earning power, and
ask what is the difference in the cost of production here and
there. Do these census records teach us nothing?

The above figures demonstrate beyond the possibility of dis-
pute that wages are being lowered under the operation of a
monopoly-protecting tariff, It shows more, that a tariff aver-
aging nearly 50 per cent is thoroughly unjustifiable on the Re-
publican theory of protecting labor, since the gross amount of
labor's wages only comprises an average of 19.7 per cent of
gross product value (Exhibit 1), much less on the theory of
providing only the * difference in the cost of labor,” since the
difference in the cost of labor will not approximate 20 per cent,
nor equal the half of it.

The plain truth is the bill will not protect labor, but will
gratify the clamorous demand of organized greed and avarice
urged by the lobby of numerous monopolies. This tariff, in the
pretended interest of the American workman, does not properly
include over 1,000,000 out of 29,000,000 workmen, while it taxes
all.

It has been convincingly shown by Edward Atkinson, in his
learned report of December, 1802 (Exhibit 2), that not over
1,000,000 persons out of 29,000,000 persons would be affected in
an adverse way if the tariff were absolutely abolished. This eal-
culation, made in great detail, goes far to show the utterly false
pretense of a great public demand for a high protective or
prohibitive tariff. Attention is earnestly called to it in Senate
Document No. 46, Sixty-first Congress, first session, from which
I submit the essential part as Exhibit 2.

THE HIGH TARIFF HAS LOWERED THE WAGES OF AMERICAN WOREMEN IN
PROTECTED INDUSTRIES MORE THAN THE WAGES OF WORKMEN IN UN-
PROTECTED INDUSTRIES.

I submit as Exhibit 3 a carefully compiled table of the labor
wages of our American railways (Statistics of Railroads in
United States, 1907, Interstate Commerce Commission, p. 59),
showing the wages of railroad employees in the unprotected in-
dustries of the railroad service, and also a table of the wages of
employees in building trades, which are not protected, but which
are duly organized, prepared by William J. Spencer, secretary of
the building-trade department of the American Federation of
Labor, for 1908 (Exhibit 4), showing the average wages of ma-
sons and bricklayers, structural iron setters, ornamental iron
setters, plasterers, lathers, hoisting engineers, tile setters, plumb-
ers, steam fitters, steam fitters’ helpers, gas fitters, carpenters,
stonecutters, marble cutters and setters, painters, sheet metal
workers, electricians, roofers, cement finishers, laborers, and
hod carriers. Their wages per hour will be seen to be, on an
average, at least twice as high as the wages of labor in protected
industries (Exhibit 5), as shown by Census Bulletin 77 of the
Bureau of Labor of 1907.

Mr. President, here will be seen that the cheapest workmen
(Exhibit 3) in the railroad service, the brakemen, received an
average throughout the United States for 1907, $1.46 a day;
section foremen, $1.00; other shopmen, $2.06; carpenters, $2.40;
machinists, $2.87; firemen and other trainmen, $2,54; con-
duetors, $3.69; engineer men, $4.30; station agents, $2.05; gen-
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eral office clerks, $2.30; other officers, $5.99; general officers,
$11.93. These wages in unprotected industries are decent, are
reasonable, are just according to service, in the transportation
work of the United States. These people have their wages in-
fluenced to an important degree by labor organization.

Now, Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Senate
to the fact—and a vital fact in this matter—that in the pro-
tected industries of the United States the wage-earner does not
receive one-half as much as in the unprotected industries, and
these tables abundantly exhibit it.

Exhibit No. 4 shows that masons and bricklayers get from
45 to 87 cents an hour; structural iron setters, 30 to 62 cents
an hour; ornamental iron setters, 30 to 70 cents an hour; plas-
terers, 50 to 874 cents an hour; lathers, 45 to 62% cents an hour;
hoisting engineers, 50 to 75 cents an hour; tile setters, 35 to 75
cents an hour; plumbers, 50 to 75 cents an hour; steam fitters,
35 to 75 cents an hour; steam fitters’ helpers, 15 to 37% cents
an hour; gas fitters, 35 to 81 cents an hour; carpenters, 35 to
623 cents an hour; stonecutters, 45 to 70 cents an lLour; marble
cutters and marble setters, 30 to 62} cents an hour; painters,
25 to 56 cents an hour; sheet metal workers, 30 to 623 cents an
hour; electricians, 25 to 65 cents an hour; roofers, 25 to 75
cents an hour; cement finishers, 35 to 75 cents an hour; laborers
and hod carriers, 15 to 50 cents an hour.

Mr. President, these people are outside of the protected in-
dustries; they have some degree of organization and can de-
mand the value from capital for their labor.

The laws of human nature operate upon the laboring man
precisely as they do upon the capitalist, and he tries to get the
greatest return for his wares. Labor organizations have some-
times gone to extremes and put the price of labor above a
reasonable market value and lowered the demand to the point
of putting themselves out of business. The urgency of labor's
need for supplying food and clothing is an extenuating ecircum-
stance even when the demand itself is unreasonable and foolish,
but when the demand of monopoly puts an exorbitant price
upon the necessaries of life its motive is not hunger for food or
need for clothing or shelter for children, but merely ambition
for power or mere greed for gain.

Now, Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Sen-
ate to the astonishing difference between the wages of men in
unprotected industries with the wages in the “ protected indus-
tries,” so called, and you will observe that the wages in the pro-
tected industries, except where modified by a powerful organi-
zation of the laborers, as in the glass industry, are far below the
wages in unprotected industries. Organized capital has beaten
down the wages of labor to a point at which the proper support
of a family required by a decent American standard is often
impossible. This meanness on the part of such offending manu-
facturers is painfully apparent.

THE PROTECTED INDUSTRIES HAVE DRIVEN OUT THE AMERICAN AND SUB-
STITUTED THE FOREIGNER.

It has resulted in driving out the native American who was
able to escape and has substituted in his place the oppressed
people of other races, who, having been under the grinding
monopoly of the landed nobility and powers which have seized
every opportunity in European countries, do not feel so keenly
the crushing conditions imposed upon them in these offending
factories.

I call attention to the low wages which are paid in the pro-
tected industries, so low as not to be sufficlent to sustain an
American family upon the wages of the head of the family,
who may be devoting all his time to that purpose. The average
wage in the cotton and wool industry will not exceed a dollar
a day, and that is shown by our census tables, which I submit.

Now, Mr. President, the protected industries have driven out
the American and substituted the foreigner. We have been
listening for years to talk about the protection of American
labor against the pauper labor of Europe; and yet our census
shows how shallow and how hollow that pretension ig. I call
your attention to what is shown by our census.
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The Boston Traveler in the article of June 2, 1909, ridicules
the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper],
and says:

He made an impassioned plea for the mill operatives of New Eng-
land, who “must not be deprived of their right to work and w i
and for manufa who must be protected against * cheap
cloguence. was unloowed, are. braccleatly Wil Grésts,  Bytinn. Poice,
e a Ta
A:gienlans, and Italians, whophava driven out eveﬁv gthgs'ﬁnd e:i
labor, because, under present wages in the cotton mills, to brlnE up a
f under American conditions is absolutely impossible. *©

Mr. Lopae’'s defense of the cotton manufacturers, whose mills are
filled with aliens on starvation wages, is rallel in history only
by the arguments made in parliament at the time England was at-
tempting to abolish the slave trade, that if the bring of black
people from Africa to erica and elsewhere was prohibited ship-
owners would not find any use for their vessels, and t these slave
shi furnished the only market for decayed and other putrid
1 on which there would be a dead loss if the slave trade was
outlawed.

The Pittsburg Survey gives a tabulated map showing that the
Carnegle mills at Homestead, from which organized labor was
driven by private armed military power in the Homestead
riots, is filled with Slovaks, 6,477 of them; with Poles, 611 in
number ; with Bohemians and Germans, in another group; with
Croatians, 1,240 in number; with Hungarians, 1,323 in number;
with Roumanians, 410 in number; with Poles, 1,644 in number;
with Lithuanians, 476 in number. Austria-Hungary furnished
10,421 ; Russia, 2,677; etc

Representatives on behalf of these monopolies make “impas-
sioned appeals” to protect the American workman against the
foreign pauper labor which the monopolies have imported and
are using wholesale with the effect of driving the native Amer-
ican to despair.

Mr. President, examine the census of 1900, Volume I, pages
exxxi and 698, on population and see what it exhibits.

Table of foreign born, etc.

Percent-
White |Total bf]ur- “8:“3‘{
: Foreign pu'a- |CIgN DO [ mote) | tion for-
Census 1900, Volume L born e;% for- t:“d ot p?fula- eign born
(exxxi). eutﬁew bomtmpnnr- on. 1:nd‘ of
(p. 698). | entage. borager
entage.
-,
897,386 | 1,743,710 | 2, 805, 346 62.1
140, 292 274,811 428, 556 64,1
282, 520, 465 908, 420 57.3
2,415,845 | 4,818,270 | 7,268, 894 59.3
New Jersey...ccccccavanecs , 83 566, 294 088,125 | 1,888, 669 52.4
Pennsylvania ........cece. 985, 250 | 1,480,028 | 2,415,278 | 6,302,115 88.3

It will be seen by the table which I submit that Massachusetts
has 1,743,710 persons foreign born or of foreign-born parentage
out of 2,805,346 total population, having therefore ¢2.1 per cent
of people who are foreign born or of foreign-born parentage;
Rhode Island, in like manner, has 64.1 per cent of its popu-
lation foreign born or of foreign-born parentage; Connecticut
has 57.3 per cent of foreign born or of foreign-born parent-
age; New York has 59.3 per cent of its people foreign born or
of foreign-born parentage; New Jersey has 52.4 per cent of its
population foreign born or of foreign-born parentage; thus dis-
closing in the completest manner the extent to which this use
of foreign labor has driven out the American.

Mr. KEAN. What is the date of that?

Mr. OWEN. The last census of 1900, to which I invite the
Senator's prayerful attention. *

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma
yield to the Senator from Vermont?

AMr. OWEN. With pleasure.

Mr. DILLINGHAM. I will be glad to have the Senator give,
if he has them, the figures of the percentage of foreign-born as
distinguished from their children.

Mr. OWEN. I have it, Mr. President, in the table which I
submit, giving the exact details.

I call attention to this matter because too much has been
gnid in behalf of protecting the American laborer and keeping
out the pauper labor of Europe. The pauper labor of Europe
to-day fills the very factories of these protected monopolies, and
those same pauper laborers of Europe are coming into this coun-
try at the rate of 100,000 a month, Tt is time that this hypoe-
risy should cease.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma
yleld to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. OWEN. Certainly,

Mr. GALLINGER. Has the Senator the statistics for the
State of Wisconsin?

Mr. OWEN. The statistics will be found in the same tables
to which I have referred.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has them not at hand?

Mr. OWEN. Not at hand. I have them available, but not
80 as to easily read them.

I will say that, of course, on the eastern coast, with our
country inviting foreigners into this Iand we should expect a
large percentage; and I do not speak that in any sense of re-
proach to those States. I, for one, am not at all in favor of
closing our ports by any tax upon these poor souls who seek
a refuge in our land from a monopoly which is worse by far
than that which we endure. I invite them, and bid them God
speed and welcome. This Republic is under the deepest obliga-
tions to those who have come from abroad and to their children.
I honor them, and I am glad, as one American, to give them a
cordial welcome. I wish they were better paid; and when they
g0 West and enter the fields of the West, perhaps they will find
conditions more congenial to human life and more profitable
and beneficial to them.

Mr. President, I am glad to see America, the land of liberty,
made an asylum for the oppressed of other lands, and recognize
the fact that the United States is under enormous obligations
to people who have come from foreign lands, and I only call
attention to these figures to show that the plea of the monopo-
lies that they are deeply concerned about high wages for the
American workman is so offensively hypocritical and absurd
that no words known to the English language are capable of
describing it.

1 have submitted Table 5, showing the wages of workmen in
American industries; and I call your attention to the fact that,
except where they are organized, they are on almost starvation
wages. The papers were full a few days ago of the slavery
of white women brought into these protected factories from
Italy, sold by their kinspeople, and all their wages practically
taken for their keep and to pay to the foreign home—a substan-
tial exhibition of white slavery under the color of freedom and
under the protection of the American flag, which ought not to
endure slavery either of the white man or the black man.

WAGES IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES LOWER THAN IN UNFROTECTED
INDUSTRIES.

I respectfully submit a table (Exhibit 5) showing the wages
of workmen in the protected industries of every class: In the
industry of making carpets; of clothing; cotton goods; foundry
and machine shops; furniture; glass; fur hats; hosiery and
knit goods; iron and steel, bar, and iron and steel, Bessemer ;
iron and steel, blast furnace; lumber, paper, and wood pulp;
pottery; printing and binding; shipbuilding; silk goods; woolen
and worsted goods. I have indicated in every case in these
tables the condition of Inbor organization.

It will be seen by the tables of Exhibit No. 5, in the grouped
industries, for example, that in 1907 burlers got 14 cents
an hour; dyers, 16 cents an hour; loom fixers (who must be
men of a high class), 28 cents an hour; spoolers, 13 cents an
hour; twisters, 12 cents an hour; weavers, Wilton (high-class
experts), 30 cents an hour; weavers, ingrain, 15 cents an hour;
winders, 13 cents an hour; and, except where the workmen must
be trained experts, their wages are very low.

Buttonhole makers (female), 12 to 14 cents an hour; ex-
aminers (female), 11 to 14 cents an hour; finishers, 10 to 13
cents an hour; pressers (male), 19 to 26 cents an hour; sew-
ing-machine operators, 22 to 31 cents an hour; carding-machine
tenders, 10 to 13 cents an hour; dyers, 11 to 15 cents an hour;
loom fixers, 16 to 24 cents an hour; spinners, 9 to 13 cents an
hour; spinners (female), 7 to 12 cents an hour; weavers
(male), 11 to 19 cents an hour; weavers (female), 8 to 16
cents an hour; bleachers, 13 cents an hour; calenderers, 14
cents an hour; color mixers, 14 cents an hour.

In the hat business, colorers get 19 cents an hour; fitters, 12
cents an hour; flower blowers, 17 cents an hour; trimmers, 15
cents an hour; weighers, 13 cents an hour.

Silk goods.—Beamers get 19 cents an hour; doublers, 11 cents
an hour; dyers, 19 cents an hour; Joom fixers, 27 cents an hour;
pickers, 12 cents an hour; quillers, 9 cents an hour; spinners,
10 cents an hour; weavers, female, 10 cents an hour; weavers,
female, 17 cents an hour.

Woolen goods.—Burlers get 11 cents an hour; carders, 12
cents an hour; card strippers, 13 cents an hour; combers, 12
cents an hour; eombers, female, 9 cents an hour; dyers, 15 cents
an hour; loom fixers (experts), 26 cents an hour; male spinners,
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11 cents an hour; male weavers (expert), 21 cents an hour;
female weavers (cxpert), 18 cents an hour.

It must be remembered that these figures, low as they are,
are not uniformly paid; that the laborer who misses an hour
from sickness or weakness, or who is thrown out of employ-
ment by the closing of the shop for repairs or for any other
reason must then rely upon his accumulation in savings out of
the wages paid. The matter which I wish to call attention to is
that under the pretense of protecting the American workman in
protected industries, the most of whom are foreigners, they are
paid only about half of the wages that workmen received in
unprotected indusiries, and with these pretenses of * passionate
interest” in the American workman is an unspeakable fraud
which ought not to be endured by men who regard this matter
soberly and seriously from a standpoint of patriotism and the
better interests of the American Republic.

A great advantage which men have who are organized and
not in the * protected industries,” called, is that they no
longer submit to the long, grinding, sweat-shop hours, but have
an eight-hour day.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. OWEN. With pleasure.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator kindly inform me in
what part of the country the wages are paid that he has just
read? 3

Mr. OWEN. Table No. 5, which I submit with this matter,
shows the wages paid in different parts of the country.

THE ORGANIZATION OF AMERICAN WORKMEN.

Mr. President, I have been gratified to observe the growing
organization of workingmen, which is steadily advancing in the
United States. Only by such organization and by the solidarity
of their interests can labor make effective its righteous hope for
a decent market for its wares; only in this way can men, under
present conditions of organized capital, obtain a fair return
for their labor.

It is true that sometimes the unwise members iu certain labor
organizations compel their leaders to stand for wages * higher
than the traffic will bear,” and in this case they throw them-
gelves out of employment and are thus compelled to be more
moderate in their demands. It is true that sometimes thought-
legs men force their leaders into gross error and compel them
to make demands that are unreasonable, but all men make
errors, and all men are unreasonable at times, and these things
are self-correcting.

Examine these tables which I submit, and you will observe
that just in degree as they are organized just in that degree
do they receive proper compensation and obtain decent hours.

They deserve the greatest credit for what they have done in
obtaining the eight-hour rule among the organized trades and
in promoting legislation to protect labor and to promote its
interest. If Congress had heretofore seen more clearly its
duty, their organization wounld have been in large measure un-
necessary.

Shall the organization of labor be condemned because of the
thoughtless or even criminal act of some occasional individuals
out of this vast army? It would be as reasonable to condemn
the church because of the sins of its occasional members. The
organization of labor stands in the main for good order, for
respect to law, for patriotism, for the upbuilding of our coun-
try, for the preservation of human life and a decent reward to
those who perform the hardest labors of life and bear the sweat
and dust, exposure and danger, of life's hard places. :

These great organizations are a bulwark to society and stand
for the future stability and preservation of our institutions,
while their chief antagonists, the captains of monopoly, who, I
trust, will soon be led by public opinion to better methods, have
been often misled by avarice and greed, have been thus blinded
to their duty toward the working people, and are blindly pur-
suing a policy whose results constitute a menace to the stability
of our present peaceful progress.

I think the less of the management of the United States
Steel, and of the American Tobacco Company, and of the sugar
trust, and the Cramp shipbuilding yards, and others, that they
have so opposed organized labor that no member of organized
labor can be employed by these monopolies.

Prof. John R. Commons, of the University of Wisconsin (vol.
2, Publications of the American Sociological Society, p. 141),
says:

The unions have practically dlsn%Peared from the trusts, and are dis-

a) aring from the large corporation as they grow large enough to
sggceinllze minutely their labor., The organized workmen are found in

the small establishments like the building trades or the fringe of inde-
pendents on the skirts of the trusts; on the railways where skill and
responsibility are not yet displaced by division of labor; in the mines
where strike breakers can not be shipaed in; on the docks and other
places where they hold a strategic position.

Aaron Jones, esq., master of the National Grange, November
11, 1903, at Rochester, N, Y., said:

Combinations and trust methods in the sale of supplies and in the
purchase of the products of the farm have in previous addresses been
set out. A striking and forceful illustration of these methods and their

ect on both the producer and the consumer is furnished by the
market reports of meats. Oectober 10, 1902, market reports show that
in one of the leading live-stock markets of the country the price of
hogs has been lowered during the year 30 per cent and the price of
pork raised 10 per cent. These manipulations add 40 per cent profit
to the meat trust, taking 20 per cent from the farmer and 10 per cent
from the eonsumer. Beef steers in the hands of farmers were reduced
20 per cent and dressed beef raised 10 per cent, thus adding 30 per
cent profit to the trust and taking 20 per cent from the farmer and 10
per cent from the consumer. More than $150,000,000 has been lost to
the live-stock industry in the past year J the manipulations of the
meat trost. This may in a measure explain how the meat trust may
contribote $50,000 to place the official manaiement of a single ecity
under obligations to it. If the entire product of the farm—wheat, corn,
hay, cotton, live stock, dairy, and fruit—is taken into account, farmers
have lost more than $1’00, 0,000 in the past year through manipula-
tions of combines and trusts, and because farmers have not developed
and tained a wise, safe, and well-guarded business system of sell-
roducts of the farm. Farmers have also suffered another great

ing the
e purchase of supplies needed in this business.

loss in

Monopolies prefer unorganized labor; they prefer that labor
should be helpless and incapable of making effective any demand
for its comfort or convenience, or for its rights.

The law should firmly and unhesitatingly demand and re-
quire of labor, organized or unorganized, strict obedience to
the law; but it should also demand and require of monopoly
considerate and decent treatment of labor and of its rights both
as producer and consumer. :

The tables indicating the wages of working people in high-
tariff industries are taken from Bulletin No. 77 of the United
States Burean of Labor for 1907.

I call upon the chairman of the Committee on Finance to ex-
plain the astonishing parallel between the low rate of wages
paid to people in protected industries and the high wages paid
those in industries not protected.

What satisfactory explanation can the Senator from Rhode
Island offer for the difference in the pay of masons and brick-
layers, who receive 60 cents an hour in Boston, and the burler
in the carpet factory receiving 14 cents; the dyer, 16 cents; the
loom fixer, 28 cents; the spooler, 13 cents; the twister, 12 cents;
the weaver of Brussels and Wilton, 30 cents; the weavers of in-
grain, 16 cents; and the winders, 13 cents an hour?

How does the Senator from Rhode Island explain why the
plasterer receives 60 cents an hour in Boston and the workers
in cotton goods can not possibly receive half as much, and do
not average one-third as much?

In good old Boston the plasterer gets 60 cents an hour; the
tile setter gets 60 cents an hour; the plumber, 55 cents an hour;
the steam fitter, 53 cents; the stonecutter, 50 cents; the earpen-
ter, 40 cents; the marble cutter, 56 cents; and side by side
with these unprotected industries the carding-machine tender
in the cotton goods protected industry receives 13 cents; the
dyers, 15 cents; the loom fixers, 24 cents; the spinners, 13 and
14 cents; the mule spinners, 24 cents; the weavers, 20 cents;
the female weavers, 17 cents; the bleachers, 14 cents; the
color mixers, 14 cents; the male dyers, 15 cents; the male en-
gravers, 45 cents; the male printers, 44 cents; and this remark-
able comparison is most striking all the way through these
tables, except in cases where labor itself, by its own organiza-
tion, has prevented itself from being plundered by the employer.

PROTECTION AS IT IS PRACTICED IS AN OPEN, OBYIOUS FRAUD.

It is time that the New England Senators were dropping the
mask of superior knowledge and of mysterious learning with
regard to the protective tariff.

The worst enemy of protection, as it is practiced, is detection.

The infinite pains taken by the committee in charge of this bill
to furnish Members of this body with all sorts of data except
the vital facts with regard to “ the difference in cost of produec-
tion at home and abroad,” does mot argue well for their judg-
ment or for their sincerity in dealing with this question.

I am more than willing to believe that they have merely fol-
lowed a beaten track and trodden the pathway of greatest con-
venience, of easy good nature, but I can not but feel that a
generous complaisance to those who have contributed to their
successful campaigns is also responsible for the lack of this
essential information. I wish to make record here that the in-
formation which I have obtained with regard to this matter is
due to no effort of theirs, I have been compelled as a Member
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of this body to dig out laboriously the information which I lay
before the Senate,

How does the Senator from Rhode Island explain the fact
that in the unprotected industries of New England, of trans-
portation for example, the station agents get an average daily
pay of §$2.03, while a carding machine tender in the protected
cotton-goods industry receives 138 cents an hour, and the dyers 15
cents an hour, and the spinners 13 cents an hour, and the weav-
ers 19 cents an hour.

How does he explain that enginemen in the unprotected in-
dustry on the railway service receive $3.78 a day and conduc-
tors $3.26 a day, and in the protected industry of printing tex-
tiles the bleachers receive 13 cents an hour, the calenderers 14
cents an hour, the color mixers 14 cents an hour, and dyers 15
cents an hour?

How does the Senator from Rhode Island explain why it is
that in the unprotected industry of railways in New England
firemen receive $2.20 a day, trainmen $2.32 a day, carpenters
$2.25 a day, section foremen $2.24 a day, laborérs $1.85 a day,
when in the protected industry of hosiery and knit goods the
knitters receive only 20 cents an hour for men and 13 cents an
hour for women, loopers 14 cents an hour, the menders 13 cents
an hour, the men pressers 17 cents, and the women pressers
10 cents an hour?

And how do these higher wages in unprotected indusiries con-
trast with the blast-furnace men and cinder snappers receiving
15 cents an hour, the hot-blast men 19 cents an hour, the keep-
]r;rs' Eelpers 17 cents an hour, and the top fillers 17 cents an

our?

The plain truth is that in the unprotected industries of trans-
portation, as shown by the compilation of wages by the Inter-
state Commerce Commission and the labor in the unprotected
industries of the building trades, compiled by the American
Federation of Labor, by William J. Spencer, secretary, is far
better paid than in the protected industries of the cotton mills,
the hosiery mills, the woolen mills, and iron mills, and other
factories.

The tables submitted of the wages of the building trades,
which are unprotected, show that they receive a wage over 200
per cent higher than the wages in the protected industries, and
the reason for this is not difficult to see. Labor in the build-
ing trades and in the railroad business is comparatively easy
of organization, because the men in the railroad and building
trades are out of doors and can be reached and talked to and
organized. They are not locked up inside of the jaillike in-
closures of private factories, where it i{s almost impossible to
reach the employees or to organize them.

Labor has rarely succeeded in thoroughly organizing itself in
any of the great manufacturing industries, which are usually
controlled by monopolies and mechanical corporate power.

Organized labor was practically driven out of the shops of
Andrew Carnegie and of the United States Steel Corporation,
American Tobaceco Company, Cramps’ shipyards, and various
others of the existing monopolies.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President——

The VIOCE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. OWEN. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has put in tables—I have
not seen them—showing the wages in protected and unprotected
industries. In the New York Sun of the 13th instant there ig a
dispatch from London giving the wages paid in unprotected
industries in Great Britain. Is the Senator willing that I should
have this inserted in the ReEcorp?

Mr, OWEN. I am perfectly willing that it should be inserted
in my remarks.

Mr. GALLINGER. Thank you.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be in-
serted.

Mr. OWEN. I will state to the Senafor from New Hampshire
that in my examination of this matter I have tried not to make
a partial statement giving the facts favorable to my view and
those unfavorable to the other side, but have tried to give, in a
just measure, both sides, because the only purpose which I have
in view is to arrive at the truth and to make it manifest. I do
not know what the quotation from the Sun is nor its sources
nor its accuracy.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is a dispatch bearing a London date, I
will say to the Senator.

Mr. OWEN. I have heard of dispatches from London which
wvere not reliable,

The matter submitted by Mr. GALLINGER is as follows:

WOMEN ON STARVATION PAY—REVELATIONS OF THE “ SWEATING " SYSTEM
IN LONDON—FACTS BROUGHT OUT BY A POOR SBAMSTRESS'S ATTEMPT
AT SUICIDE—HOME WORKEES, 62 cENTS To $1.10 A WEEK—AVERAGE
WEEELY PAY OF ENGLISH woMeN $1.75.

[From New York Sun, June 13, 1909.]

» LoxpoN, June 2.

A poor litile seamstress attempted suicide In London recently, She
jumped into the Thames and was | ominiously fished out, not drowned,
and not in the least repentant, hen ;iuestioned as to reasons for her
act she had only one to give. She simply could not keeg body and soul

ether by working her hardest at her de, and in utter fatigue she
had decided to end her struggles.

There was nothing very new in her story, but when she explained
that she always had plenty of work to do, the only difficulty being to
live on the prices paid for her labors, London was row from its
apaet:ll;d long enough to protest against the * sweating " of women thus
rev .

The House of Lords once defined * sweating’ as a condition under
which work is carried on in insanitary surroundings and for low wages.
There are those who would add that it is a condition of labor which
does mnot Eim the laborer, In return for a falr day's work, enough to
malntain himself and his family in decency and comfort.

In England it is women who are the greatest sufferers from sweating.
Their average wage, taking it all the year round and nllowhﬁtor sick-
ness and slackness, i1s not much more $1.750 a week. e Lanca-
shire textile trade averagle Is $3.70, and In some districts as much as
$6; but this comparatively high rate is gulled down by the East End
home worker, who earns anything from 62 cents to $1.10 a week.

In the unskilled women's trades there is no standard by which wages
are computed. For instance, one famous firm of cocoa manufacturers
pays women for fillln, baﬁs with cocoa 28 cents a thousand bags, and
exactly the same work is done for 16 cents for another firm. In East

ndon Iz a firm whose girls earn $3.50 a week packing tea.
In the same locality there is another firm, the head of which Is a well-
known sportsman and yachtsman, where the earnings of the girls
average only $1.87 a week.

The manager of a tin-plate factory recently fixed time rates at $1.50
a week for his women workers, and he openly gave the reason that
they had taken advantage of plecework rates to make too much. Some
had earnmed $4!

The avera wage paid to waitresses In tea shops or restaurants
throughout country does not exceed $2.50 a week. On this the
girls must keep up a neat and well-dressed appearance. Then wages
are likely to be In?ertered with and even, if “ necessary,” reduced.

Many firms don’t pretend to pay their ilrls a living W{:‘%e. The head
of a large company was asked recently how he expec the girls in
his employment to live on $1.50 a week.

“1 don’t expect it,”” he answered. * Immediately we hear that a girl
has lost her father or that she has no outside means of support, she
is discharged.”

This same firm employs what it calls * half-day waitresses.” They
work from 11.30 a. m, till 6.30 p. m. for $1 a week. All tips are
forfelted. i

The lot of the home worker is the worst of all. Miss Mary Mac-
Arthur, secretary of the Women's Trade Unlon League, gave a plcture
of the home worker in the East End in an interview,

“Ho terrible is their life that I wonder that they take the trouble
to exist at all,” she sald. ‘ Here is a single room in a Stepney slum.
The furniture consists of a table, a chair, and a bed. The unfinished
trousers at which the woman stitches serves as a blanket at night,

“ 8he slaves from daybreak until her e‘y:s fail, and she never earns
more than & shillings a week. Bhe sustains herself mainly, almost en-
tirely, upon weak tea. Some days she drinks 14 cups, making the same
tea Jeaves do service again and again. That is one of the women slaves
of England, and there are thousands in similar plight.

“1 know many women who make men's shirts at 1 shilling or 9 pence
a dozen. I have even found the actual worker making at 8 pence a
dozen shirts which had originally been given out at 1 shltlini a dozen.

“There is a girl in Woolwich; she has one child, ears, en-
tirely dependent upon her. She is a shirt finisher and does buttoning
and buttonholing b{. hand. She is paid 5 shillings a dozen for collars.
Remember, this is high-class work. Cotton costs her from 8 pence to
4 pence a week. Her average earnings are 4 shillings 6 pence a week,
or fram one-half pence to three-fourths pence an hour,

“ Bvery day she has to spend an hour and a half in fetching her
work, as it is ong given out in small quantities. Sometimes ghe has
worked with y any break for twenty hours, from 6 a. m. until
2 g. m. the following mo The rent of the room is 1 shilling and
6 pence a week.

“All this she told the parliamentary committee,
Parliament were aghast. Some were incredulous. ‘But how do you
liyve, you and the child?’ asked one member of Parliament. *‘We don’t
live, the woman replied, with a passion in her tone I had never heard
before, °Often we have no food at all.’”™

Miss MacArthur contends that goods are not sold any cheaper when
made by sweated labor. Bhe tells of a fur-lined motor coat, marked at
$105, which was made for $§1.88 by sweated labor; and of a £5.25 night-
dress for which the home worker who made it got 5 cents—63 cents for
a dozen of these nightdresses. 'The employer of the girls who made
these uighgdmes said he could not pay more, as there was no profit
in his trade.

There are many persons who are struggling to organize and help the
women workers of England. There is a scheme for a trades board,
which shall fix a legal minimum wage, and there are other propositions
which will help to do away with the present sweating system, if they
are ever put into practice.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire
might have struck out the London heading and inserted New
York, Pittsburg, or Jersey City, and the cruel oppression af

The members of
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labor by organized capital, uncontrolled by law, would not be
overdrawn, as I shall abundantly show before I conclude.

The Senator and the party. of which he is a conspicuous
leader have a duty to perform in which they seem strangely
oblivious.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma
¥leld to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. OWEN. With pleasure.

My, SMOOT. The Senator has made a comparison about a
man, a bricklayer——

Mr. GALLINGER. Or a plumber.

Mr, SMOOT. In an nnprotected industry, receiving 60 cents
an hour, while a little girl who does spooling in a woolen mill
gets 14 cents. Is that a fair comparison?

Mr. OWEN. I should say it is not a fair comparison. That
comparison has not been made.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator just made a comparison that was
even worse than that, because he spoke of burlers in a woolen
mill, and they were receiving only 11 cents.

Mr. OWEN. I gave, in extenso, the wages paid to burlers
and to all other employees in woolen mills and in silk mills and
in cotton mills, stating what it was, whether they were male or
whether they were female. I have given them all, and the com-
parison is just which I have made, substantially, and no com-
parison the Senator might suggest of a little girl and a big,
burly brick mason, who weighs 247 pounds, will affect the gen-
eral comparison in the slightest degree.

Mr, SMOOT. That is exactly the comparison which the Sen-
ator makes. And in relation to the wages paid here for weavers,
I may say I do not know a weaver in any part of this country
who earns so small an amount as that stated by the Senator.
I have many times seen weavers earn as high as $3 a day, and
the higher the wage they earn the better it is for the manufac-
turer, because they are all on piecework.

Mr. OWEN. Does the Senator challenge the accuracy of the
census in this matter?

Mr. SMOOT. I challenge the figures the Senator gave here
as to the wages paid to woolen weavers in this country.

Mr. OWEN. Then I commend the Senator to the United
States census, from which the table was taken, and he may dis-
pute the authoritative tables of the Federal Government; but he
can not correct the accuracy of my quotation from the census
reports,

Mr. SMOOT. I am not saying that the figure quoted by the
Senator was not quoted from some table, but I do positively say
that weavers in this country are not paid the price the Senator
guoted.

Mr. OWEN. I appeal from the evidence of the Senator from
Utah, as a special pleader, to the evidence of the federal census
and of the London Board of Trade, and prefer to take the
census of the United States and the official figures to his off-
hand comments.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—

Mr. OWEN. I cordially yield to the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have been very much interested in the
Senator’s statisties and figures, but it has often occurred to me
that the industries to which he refers as unprotected industries
are really the only perfectly protected industries we have in the
United States, for the reason that if a man is to build a brick
house here at all he has no competition from any quarter on
earth. A man making a horseshoe has to be protected by a
law, but a man shoeing a horse has an absolute, perfectly
natural protection, because the horse has to be shod where he is
and not in some other country, and no competition, direct or in-
direct, beats upon those occupations which are naturally and
perfectly protected.

Mr. OWEN. I think there is force in the observation.ef the
Senator from Iowa, and I shall not quarrel with it, but content
myself with saying that like industries abroad are also much
better paid than factory labor. But I do call attention to the
fact that these men who are in the railway service and in the
unprotected building trades and not in the business of manu-
facturing woolen or cotion or flax textiles are receiving a
much higher reward than those who are in those industries,
and I have shown by these tables that they eould be paid a
much larger price without depriving the factories of a just re-
ward. If there were some competition, it would be far better
for labor; and if there were some measure of competition in this
country, I believe it would be better for the manufacturers
themselves.

LABOR HAS NOT BEEN ABLE TO SHARE EQUITABLY WITH THE EMPLQYERS
IN THE VALUES THAT LABOR HAS INCREASINGLY CREATED.

In Volume VIII, page 982, of the Twelfth Census, 1900, is the
following table. It shows that labor received in 1850, 23.21 per
cent of the total value of products, while in 1900 it received
only 17.8 per cent of the product, although the per capita in-
;:;e:.ggo in production was greater by 130 per cent in 1900 than

Average num- Total annual | Average per
Year. ber of wage- Tntv:iannual value of eapita pro-
earners, ges. produets. d on.
b 957,059 | $226,755,464 | $1,019,100,616 §1,004
b1 L i 5,321,380 | 2,330,578,010 | 13,039,270,566 2,
Per capita in- | Per eapita in-
Per cont of
Average an- crease In pro- in
Year. nual wage, p‘m"dwnﬁﬂaﬁd duction in the | wages in
3 50 years. 50 years.
Per cent. Per cent
1. — 247 & - 8 DTN, e it i
- R 437 17.80 130 ™

From Exhibit 1 labor shows a diminishing wage as com-
pared to value of its product.

In textiles labor received 22 per cent of the product in 1890,
20.8 per cent in 1900, 19.5 per cent in 19035. ;

In the iron and steel industries labor received 24.9 per cent
of the product in 1900, 22.1 per cent in 1905.

In the leather industries labor received 20.1 per eent of the
product in 1890, 18.9 per eent in 1800, 16.5 per cent in 1905,

In paper and printing industries labor received 26.5 per cent
in 1890, 23.1 per cent in 1900, 21.6 per cent in 1005.

In metal and metal products labor received 20.4 per cent of
the gross product in 1890, 12,9 per cent in 1900, 12.7 per cent
in 1905.

In tobacco industries labor received 21 per cent in 1890, 18.9
per cent in 1905.

Labor has constantly grown in efficiency, but has not been
able to share equitably in the wvalue it has created.

Taking a special industry, such as iron and steel, including
rolling mills and blast furnaces, as shown by the special report
of the United States Census Office, Part IV, selected industries,
1805, on pages 5 and 16, will be found the tables for the years
1800 and 1905. I submif an analysis which shows that the per
capita increase of the product of labor by weight was 50 per
éent; by value, 33.5 per cent; while the increase in wages is
only 11 per cent.

Averago
number of Total
" \Total annual| Total valoe | weight of
Year. e m. | wages paid. | of products.| products
in tons
1800, =% J 171,181 | $80,273,956 | $478,087,519 | 16,204,478
1905 e mme e e e e 242,740 | 141,439,006 | 905,554,152 | 34,844,083
5 | |
mfs‘:’“ﬁ.mumm Percapita 4 oo o0
Year. produetion| \3crease in| increass In | oo pyy
in 15 years | production wages in 15 Wage.
n yanies: ‘b!' welght.| years,
.
’ Per cent. ‘ Per cent. | Per cent. s
T it iy i 8 5 e | iy et | 0.02
1905. - ...-- { 3.5 I §0.5 1.5 11.20

These figures might be multiplied indefinitely in all of the
monopoly-controlled industries.

I submit a table of the wages in the woolen and cotton goods
factories of New England. It shows that they do not receive to-
day an average wage of exceeding a dollar a day, a fact of
special interest in connection with this controversy where the
schedules are supposed to be written for the protection of
labor. :
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Wages 1360 and 1900 compared in woolen and cotton goods factories of
; New England.

Value Ati!tual
Number Wages . Pounds e
Year. ti.gem- Wages. per E‘;ﬁg&f glnt“g:; of cotton | £Te08e
ployees. capita. capits.| used. | OV
weight,
Cotton: Per ct.
1860..... ] 81,403 §16, 720,920 $205/$79, 359, 000/ $794283,701,808| ...
wn&l:);] _____ 164,044| 56,258,202 841(191,690,013|  1,162/940,908,114 31
oolen:
1860... 25,683 6,144,847 240| 47,722,814| 1,474
1000:. - 82,472 81,280,772 878(161,568,277| 1,984|.-moome oo

This schedule shows that, counting the best paid labor, the
annual average wage of the employees in the cotton and woolen
mills do not exceed $1 a day, and that, therefore, the pretense
of better paid labor in the United States in the cotton and
woolen mills, at least, is not true, because such wages do not
greatly exceed the wages in Europe; and measured by purchas-
ing power, probably do not exceed them at all; and measured
by the output of American labor, which is twice as efficient as
European labor, the American labor is not as well paid as Euro-
pean labor. The American manufacturer gets all the net profit.
It has been shown in this debate what the enormous profits of
the cotton and woolen mills have been, and our statistics clearly
demonstrate the inequitable manner in which these profits have
been proportioned between the American monopolists and his
foreign-born workmen,

AMERICAN AND EUROPEAN WAGES IN PROTECTED INDUSTRIES COMPARED.

I submit this comparison of wages in the United States, Ger-
many, France, and the United Kingdom, with the proper aun-
thorities, showing that the wages paid in the United States in
the textile industry do mot very greatly exceed those paid
in Germany, France, and England, while it is conceded that

the output of the American laborer is twice as much as in
Europe.

The spinners, for example, in Germany in 1905, at Mulhasen,
received from $6.57 to $7.30 per week. In France they received
$5.91 and in the United States $4.12. The weavers, on the con-
trary, received in Germany $4.02 to $4.75; in France, $4.48 to
$5.19; in the United Kingdom, $5.11 to $7.06; and in the United
States, $8.20. So that the weavers in our country received
double as much as they did in Germany, and the spinners in
our country received a smaller money wage than in either
Ggmany or France.

Mr. SMOOT. Does the table show that the weavers receive
less than the spinners in Germany ?

Mr. OWEN. Yes, sir.

Mr. SMOOT. Whoever prepared the table does not know a
thing about manufacturing, and it can not possibly be true.

Mr. OWEN. The Senator from Utah, having corrected the
United States census with regard to employees in cotton facto-
ries, may now correct the tables used by the Board of Trade of
the United Kingdom in their report to Parliament, from which
this is taken.

Mr. SMOOT. I know just as well as I know I am alive that
there is no country that can employ weavers at a less price
than they can spinners. Spinners are boys and girls. Weavers
are men and women. It can not be possible. It is a mistake.

Mr. OWEN. I again appeal from the personal assurances of
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] to the records of the Board
of Trade of London and of the United States censug, from which
these figures are accurately taken; and I eall attention to the
fact that the Senator from Rhode Island, the chairman of the
Committee on Finance, when he was giving these tables, con-
fined himself to those parts of the tables favorable to his conten-
tion and failed to insert those parts of the tables which were un-
favorable to his contention, and such a leadership I neither
approve nor follow.

These tables show the differences which I have pointed out,
and they speak for themselves and are easily capable of their
verifieation.

R Wages in teatile indusiry in Germany, France, United Kingdom, and United States.
Germany, 1905, Mul- |
Yia 2 France, 1905, Lille. Umégjn 'gg’g |]'
In the tected ind Wi ¥
pro ustries. 1908 ¢ ﬂ‘peg. Average, Hours.
Weekl Hours Weekly | Hours ) 1904.
pay. work. pay. work.

4. 55
61.01
60, 42
60.13
""" 6248
59. 32
58. 34
9.87 B5B. 47
8.7 57.587
. 60 . 7.1 58.33
I e e e e e e e e ek e Pl Lt e Pppressaepel Se e M 0 B 30 1 5.49 | 57.40
e - e 5.60 65| 3.79- 3.911 60 5.84 7-8!; 50.11

wwsuk— Crefeld, 1005. Lyon, 1005. |
S Y e e e A AT 5.11- 5.84 | 58-58) 3.20-3.51| 60 |.....cenen... 9.74 | 56.52
G e R e e S R A e A e e S ol o - A e e b e B SR SRR T 8.19 57.82
L e S 5, B4~ 6.57 . 58-583| 4.10- .97 e R i ey et

Ribbon— |

T e e e e et 7.30 58-58} 23.51- 4.66 [ 1 e My Lo, | 10. 93 52.08
R T e e R e A ) | P A e R s | SRR RO e EERRIE Tt 9. 84 50, 71
1 S L T e P 6.57 60 | 5.84- 6.81 || R 10,98 55,05

& St. Etienne.
Nore.—In 1905 the wages received at St. Etienne, France, by ribbon weavers varled from $3.51 to $4.66 per week. In 1906 it was over

r cent more than this. In August, 1907, it was from 30
E';?Opi‘::nwork, from one-half to two-thirds the value of their product.
States res :
res : t of Living in

ingdom,

Authority for United
Authority for foreign fi
Working Classes, United

I exhibit a comparison of wages in the United States, Germany,

er cent to 50 per cent higher than in 1905.

Bulletin of the Bureau of Labor, No. 58, Jul
German Towns (1908); Cost of
1908 ; Report of Board of Trade to Parliament.

These weavers received as pay,

1005.
ving in French Towns (1909); Cost of Living of

which present a very much more favorable wage to the unpro-

France, and the United Kingdom in the nonprotected industries, | tected American workingman and much more favorable hours.




Comparison of wages in United States, Germany, France, and United Kingdom,
Berlin United States—North
Class of lsbor. 8. 5 | Aandon (Ook, 1908). |/ PRERLO0K, IWOX. [ thntes (1004):
(In theumprotected industries.)
Weekly | Number | Weekly | Number| Weekly | Number| Weekly | Number
) wages. |ofhours.| wages. |ofhours.| wages. |ofhours.| wages. | ofhours,

Bt e e IR LB bl ol RS wE| 45
m"mﬁum:mmm o e iR 52 ; 9.35 iR Mkl L e 55
Plum hers .......................... v} T 8L 53 11.16 50 9.35 54 20, 60 48.00
PRI e i s e i e st 7.10 8.77 50 | §: 35 60 16.95 48-40

Labnrers (halidinrtradee):. ... ..l 625 53 7.10 50 5.84 60 2.50 54.
Hod carriers ( buiidlngtmdes}....... ...... 8.86 7.10 50 ) 5. 84 60 | 13.88 46.72
583-60 0.49 7 A . 1797 |  56.38
583-60 9.49 il S - 15.34| ° 56.07

L 212.73 60
58460 .40 50 59,05 0 16.73 57.03
584-60 10.56 o SR 2 17.67| 5625
57 7.30 54 6.43 ) 17.54 58.20
54 9.9 nif o» 2f B2 @
..................... - . 8.3 60 9.50 58.28
o Plecework. ® Time work. e Day. & Night.

Report of board of trade: Cost of living in German towns, 1008;
United ?lngdnm. 1908.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President

The VICE-PRESIDEXNT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire?

Mr. OWEN. With pleasure.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if he has con-
sulted Bulletin No. 80, published in January, 19097 . It is four
years later than the ene he quoted from. If the Senator will
turn to page 63, he will find that in Dundee male shifters are
working for $2.29 a week In the textile mills, and male pre-
parers are working for $251 a week. It seems to be an ex-
traordinarily low wage. There is nething like it in this
country, I take it, and yet that is in the unpr textile
mills of Great Britain and from a recent publication by our
Commissioner of Laber.

cost of living in French towns, 1909 ; cost of living of working classes,

compare the dates as nearly as they could be compared, and
have not attempted to compare the tables of Great Britain,
made by the board of trade there, with the tables made at a
very different period. I have compared them as nearly as they
were available ef adjacent years. But, I will say to the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire, that the question of “ the difference
in the cost of production at home and abroad” is easily dis-
covered, and he illustrates that he knews how to do it.

I now take a table—Exhibit No. 6, the wages and cost of
living in the United Kingdom, , and France—showing
the average family ineome, the cost of living, the articles of
food, and so forth. I ask that it may be printed in' my remarks
without

As Exhibit No. 6, I submit the wages and cost of living in the

Mr. OWEN. I have these tables of 1904 and 1905, which | Unifed Kingdom, Germany, and France.
Exmimir 6.
Wapea and cost of Hving in United Kingdom, Germany, and France.
Under $6.08. $6.08 and under $§7.40. | $7.40 and under $8.52. | $8.52 and under $9.73. $9.73 and over.
Limit weekly income. United United United United United
. | Gers Ger- Ger- . | Ger- ~ | Ger-
Iéohl:_lﬁg. many. France.  many. France. ];ﬁ- many. Frama. @ni many. France. angdm many. France,
261 | 1,065 614 289 29 931 416 | 1,223 l.i’tlﬂﬁ 382 692 821 506 7 1,951
.20 8530 $5.58 | $6.56 59| sa73| $7.77| $L.75| $7.87| S350 | $8.92 | $0.08 [ $12.65 | $11.85 | $12.88
a1 2.3 LT} as 1] L 80 a2 25 L9 34 28 213 44 a8 2.91
$0.74 | S0.64 | $0.73 | S0.8L | 80.70 | $0.70 | $0.80 | $0.74 | 30.82 | $0.52 | $0.83 | $0.80 | SLO5 | $1.00 $1.15
84| 2204 2410 20:97 | 2505 | 2458 | 20.44| 2606 | 2610 | 2099 | 20.83| 27.62| 3IMT6 | |2 35. 89
$0.70 | $0.00 | $0.92 | $LO0L | $L18| $L12 | $1.25 | $1.41 | $1.38 | $L.32 | SL57| SL.55| SL75| $210 san
6. 42 5. 83 5. 56 T.57 6. 60 6. 49 8 66 7.82 7.81 925 877 857} 1L87| 1L35 1L 55
$0.15 | $0.00 |.......| $0.18| $0.08 $0.20 | $0.06 |........ $0.24 | $0.07 |........| $0:32| 30.09 |........
$0.12 | $0.11 | $0.13 | $0.17 | $0.15| $0.15 | $0.22 | $0.17 | $0.18| $0.24 | $0.19 | $0.10 | $0.34 | $0.24 $0.26
| G2 69 (%] &T 92 81 1. 3 10.2 9.3 12.0 1L06 | 10.2 16.3 14 4 13. 4
$0.16 | $0.25 | $0.15| $0:23 | 80.31 | $0.18 | $0.31 | $0.34 | $0.20 | $0.33 | $0.40 | $0.22 | $0.41 | $0.44 §0.27
5.54 | 10.57 5. 81 72| 1230 6.88 9.8 | 1283 7.6 10.34 | 1445 &1 12.63 | 1810 973
§0.10 | $0.00 | $0.08 | $0.11 | $0.08 | $0.10 | $0.12 | $0.09 | $0.12/| $0.12 | $0.10 | $0.14 | $0.16 | $0.13 $0.19
0. 67 0. 40 0.46 0.70 0. 48 0.55 0.79 062 068 077 0. 60 0.75 Loz 0.77 1.00
§0.41 | 30.49 | $0.42 | $0.5L | $0.60'| $0.47 | $0.58 | $0.65 | 80.50 | $0.62 | $0.72 | $0.55 | $0.00 | $0.90 $0.72
205 256 225 24 279 241 2.67 307 259 .87 345 2. 80 396 4.23 3.62
$0.18 | $0.20 | $0.15 | $0.20 | s0.21 | $0.16 | s0.2r | so.21| $0.16 | so.20| $0.23 | so.1s $0.28 | $0.29 €0.24
1405 | 2804 | 1230 15.84| 2306 | 13.93| 1611 | 2381 | 1464 | 1587 | 2463 | 1585 | 19.93 | 3355 20. 50
$0.10 | $0.11 | $0.24 | $0.14 | $0.16:| $0.28 | $0.20 | $0.10 | $0.33 | £0.23 | $0.21 | $0.35 | $0.32 | $0.27 0. 48
£0.00 | $0.07 | $0.08 | $0.10 | 86:09 | $0.10 | $0.12 | $0.00 | $0.10-| $0.11 | $0.10 | SO 11 | $0.14 | $O.12 $0.13
§0:.23 | §0.15 | $0.15 | $0.20 | $0.19¢| SO16 | $0.33 | S0.21 | $0.20 | $0.35 P £0.24 30.2.1 46 30 | 30
' ......... SRPARCE N W e SR Y ARSI PR Y 2 SESRAEE AR 0. 55 w' 30. ‘&m
$0.16 | $0.09 | $0.11 | $0.20 | $0.10 | $0.11 | $0.22 | $0.10 | $0.12'| $0.23 | $0.11 | $0:13 | $0.30 13 :
Amount.. rearervese-POUES | - & BH L83 L 48 4. 62 L 06 150 4.97 L.08 LT72 521 214 L83 6.70 a‘.:.&? sgég
Birn s,mdimunm.etc DOBEL s o s0.26| s0.13| sa.o1 | $0.33 | SO.17| $0.0L | 80.41 | $0.17 | $0.02 | $0.46 | $0.20 | $0.03 | 20.62 | £0.24 $0.04
Meals away from home. . ._...._............ { $0.03 | $0.09| $0.22 | $0.05  $0:13/| $0.32 | $0.08 [ $0.16 | $0.42 | $0.14 | $0.18 | 30.53 | $0.18 | $0.31| s0.75
i e Al eulksian walak & i :
o e e e et : 10 94 05| $4.58 | $4.56 ’ 14 e
Paa-year ............................... ;mw $178 88 (§175. 76 (§225. 68 Itzla:o-lmcss- mlmm .12 muglﬂ%m ss.ool ‘;.E “‘Q ‘usl
Nore.—Totals are found by convarung the totals m rowl money into United States money, and may differ from true totals
Authority for above table: Report of an ingui mumummmm:ﬁsm&m > y ving
in German towns; 1909, as to cost of Iivlnmo[ r{ ch towns. A S A CORE CE
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As Exhibit No. 7, I submit the income and cost of living in the United States of workingmen’s families.
ExHIBIT 7.
Workingmen's families, income and cost of living in the United States, 1891.
Av income of Average expenditure Ave expenditure
Namber | , e i i i
Geographical division. Hes size o
family. >
noted. ‘Annual. |-Weekly. | Annusl. | Weekly. | Annual, | Weekly.
L B T ey R S A e P B RO At 1,415 5.25 $834.83 $16.05 $7T78.04 $14.96 $338.10 §6.50
South Atlantic States. .. 219 5.30 762. 68 14.67 700. 62 13.47 298. 64 5.74
North Central States. . 721 5.46 842.60 16.20 785.95 15.11 321.60 6.18
th : 122 5.85 715. 46 13.76 690. 11 13.27 292,68 5.36
20 4.69 801.52 17.15 751. 46 14.45 308. 53 5.32
2oL e e R Y X | E S 2,567 5.31 £27.10 15.91 768. 54 | 14.78 | 326,00 | 6.99

Authority for above table: Bulletin of the Burean of Labor, United

As Exhibit No. 8 I submit the quantity and value of the food
consumed by workingmen’s families in the United States per
week, 1901:

ExuiniT 8,
Quantity and value of certain articles of food consumed by workingmen’s
families in the United States per week, 1901.
(Average income, $14.78 per week. Number of families, 2,567.)

Amount.

et

ek
Ciak s et il b
Sxi gy

e,
11

Bugar
Condiments, molasses, etc
Other food

Total expended for food per week
Total expended for food per year

Authority : Bulletin of the Bureau of Labor, No. 59, July, 1905.

As Exhibit No. 9 I submit the weekly rents workingmen pay
in England, Germany, France, and United States.

ExmiziT 9.
Weekly rents in England, Germany, France, and United States.

Tenements. London. | Berlin. | Paris. gtnln :me :
$1 46 $1.34 $1.12
182 198 1.46 L1198
210 | aaiins L67

e Average of 2,667 families, 1901, irrespective of size of tenement, in
total United States.

Report of board of trade to Parliament:
German towns; (1909) cost of living in Frenc
living of working classes, United Kingdom.

1908) cost of llving in
towns; (1908) cost of

Exhibit No. 10 is the per cent of income of workingmen's

i t for food.
families spen Bxmisrr 10.

Per cent of income of workingmen’s r'amum spent for food.

%%N Ger-
Limit of income. dony. | many, F{&%‘”’ Egg:
19%: 1905, &
Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent.
62 59
59 58 } 042}
58 56

s 2,667 workingmen's families.
Authority : Bulletin of United States Bureau of Labor No. 59.
port of board of trade to Parliament on cost of living (1908-9).
IT WOULD NOT BE DIFFICULT TO DETERMINE WITH COMPARATIVE
PRECISION THE DIFFERENCE IN THE COST OF PRODUCTION MEASURED
BY THE COST OF MATERIALS AND OF WAGES, THE RELATIVE EFFI-
CIENCY OF LABOR, AND THE PURCHASING POWER OF THE WAGE

Re-

States, No. 59, July, 1905.

RECEIVED. FUTURE TARIFFS SHOULD BE BASED UPON SUCH INFOR-
MATION COMPILED BY EXPERTS EMPLOYED FOR THE PURPOSE. 'THIS
WOULD GIVE A PROPER BASIS FOR DETERMINING THE DIFFERENCE IN
COST OF PRODUCTION AT HOME AND ABROAD, AND FOR DETERMINING
THE EXTENT TO WHICH THE AMERICAN MANUFACTURER WOULD BE
PROTECTED IN PERCENTAGES OVER AND ABOVE THE DIFFERENCE IN
THE COST OF PRODUCTION, AND WOULD ESTABLISH A SOUND FOUNDA-
TION UPON WHICH TO WRITE A TARIFF FOR REVENUE WHICH WOULD
AFFORD A LEGITIMATE AND REASONABLE INCIDENTAL PROTECTION,
WITHOUT GIVING SHELTER TO MONOPOLY.

It will be observed from these tables the vital fact that the
American laborer in the protected industries, and especially in
the cotton and woolen industries, does not receive the enormous
wages in comparison with the European workman in like indus-
tries which the advocates of high tariff would have us believe.
On the contrary, their wages are very little, if any, better than
those of the European workman, and that the workman in the
United States, especially in the textiles, has been compelled to
supplement his own wages by compelling his wife and his
daughter and his children of tender years to help earn sufficient
to enable them to keep body and soul together.

THE EXTREME USE OF WOMEN AND CHILDREN IN THE RACE FOR MONEX-
MAKING.

An untutored, full-blood Sioux Indian was taken East and
shown the glories of its civilization and, when he had been sur-
feited with sight-seeing, the question was asked him, what had
struck him as the most important thing he saw, and he replied :
“The ,way in which the white man makes his little children
work.’

So evil has been this result of a monopoly-breaking tariff in
this Nation that a general alarm has been widely excited, and
various States and committees throughout the Nation are en-
gaged in attempting its correction. (Proceedings of the fifth
annual conference, Chicago, Ill., National Child Labor Commit-
tee, 105 East Twenty-second street, New York.)

Bulletin No. 69, on Child Labor, Department of Commerce
and Labor, shows that 26 per cent of the male children of the
United States between 10 and 15 years of age are breadwinners;
1,264,000 male children between 10 and 15 years are breadwin-
ners; 485,000 female children between 10 and 15 years are
breadwinners.

2. If the number of children over 15, wage-earners and not
yet adults, were clasgified, it would be found very large. Table
164, Census Bulletin, page 69, for example, gives the number
of children at home, at school, and employed as breadwinners
in families in which there are female textile workers 10 to 14
years of age, for Chicago, antl New York, and out of 3,505 chil-
dren over 15 years of age, 190 were at home, 52 at school, and
3,353 employed in gainful occupations. No record is made by
the census of children not employed in gainful occupations un-
der 10 years of age, nor over 15 years of age; so that it is
probably no exaggeration to state that four or five million of
children are engaged in labor when they ought to be in school
or at play.

By Census Volume 2, page exxxi, it is shown that the number
of females engaged in gainful occupations, outside of domestic
service was 5,329,202, and the probable number of women and
girls now engaged in gainful occupations will probably exceed
seven millions; 28 per cent being so employed in Massachusetts,
29.6 per cent in Rhode Island, 24.3 per cent in Connecticut, 20.8
per cent in New Jersey, 23 per cent in New York and 7.9 per
cent in Oklahoma. The reason for women being compelled to
go into competition with men in the gainful occupations is
largely because the men of the family do not receive enough to
maintain the family and enable the women to have the means
they require and to remain at home where they properly belong
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in a civilization of a high order. The driving of the American
woman from the home where her activities would best be em-
ployed in promoting her own happiness and the happiness of
mankind, and where her services to the race would be best em-
ployed in raising children and teaching them the lessons of re-
ligion, morality, and the sturdy- virtues taught by our fore-
fathers, is not the least of the ¢rushing effects of modern monop-
oly engendered by a monopoly protecting tariff, and by the un-
restrained avarice and ambition with their false standards of
life which are thus set up in a mad race for power.

It will be seen by the wages in the textile industries that the
cotton spinners of Germany and France are paid more in money
than in the United States, the weavers less, and the mule spinners
of France more, than those of the United States; that the
woolen spinners of Germany and France are paid more money
than they are in the United States, while the weavers are
paid less, but in considering the fact that the money of the
cotton spinners and woolen spinners of France and Germany
will buy 50 per cent more than in the United States, the
wages they receive are decidedly better. When it is remem-
bered the American workman turns out twice as much as
the German or Frenchman, then the ungenerous treatment of
the American cotton and woolen spinners is obvious. It is also

obvious that the plea of the Massachusetts and Rhode Island
manufacturer that the HIGHER WAGES he is compelled to pay his
cotton and wool spinners in order to meet the pauper labor com-
petition of France and Germany is a monumental falsehood
used to hoodwink the patriotism of the American people and
lead them to tax themselves for the poor spinner’s sake who
toil in the cotton and woolen mills.

It is interesting to observe that labor in the protected indus-
tries of Germany, France, and the United Kingdom are paid
much smaller wages than in the unprotected industries, and
labor might well question the value of a protective system
which operates throughout the world to give them less remu-
neration for their labor than in the unprotected industries.

A COMPETITION-PROHIBITING TARIFF HAS SERVED

TO INCREASE PRICES AND LOWER THE PURCHASING
POWER OF ALL WAGES AND OF ALL INCOMES.
" In the Journal of the Royal Statistical Society for March,
1909, page 68, A, Sauerbeck, an acknowledged authority, gives
a comparison of world prices, based on 45 commodities, and
using as an index the standards fixed by the period of eleven
years, 1867-1877, which in the aggregate was the equivalent of
the average of the twenty-five years preceding; that is, from
1853-1877. The index number is 100,

Prices of commodities in 1908.
[By A. Sauerbeck.]

The following table shows the course of prices of 45 commodities during the last twent
gregate is equivalent to the average of the twenty-five years, 1853—-1877. (See the Society’s Journal,

eleven years, 1867-1877, which in the a
1886, pp. 692 and 648; and 1893, pp. 220 and 247.)

(Summary of index numbers.

years as compared with the standard perlod of

Groups of articles, 1867-1877==100.)

Vege-
Animal Bun- A
table Sugar, Total Average
Foar. food food coffee, Total | Min- | Tex- mate- | Grand | 8il- | Wheat rice of | Bank of
(corn, (&ncaa)t, and teq. | feod. | erals. | tiles. mdéa- rials, | total. | ver. | harvest. &m Englt:‘nd
o). i rials. ral
Per cent.
65 86 75 75 75 70 68 70 72 | 70.2 103 98 :
65 82 70 73 80 66 69 71 72 | 78.4 106 &
75 81 n 77 76 59 69 68 72| 741 108
65 84 69 7 71 57 67 65 68 | 65.4 91 g}t
59 85 75 2 68 59 68 65 68 | 58.6 %0 3y
55 80 65 66 64 53 04 6o 63 | 47.6 106 1 2y
54 78 62 64 62 52 05 60 A2 | 49.1 a1 1065 2
53 73 5 63 54 03 60 81 | 50.5 116 111 2%
60 79 65 06 51 62 59 62 | 45.3 10 112} 3
67 7 51 (] 0 51 63 61 64 443 120 111 31"
60 79 53 65 92 58 65 70 G8 | 45.1 113 107 8§
62 85 54 69 108 6 7l 80 75 | 46.4 99 993 4
62 85 46 67 89 60 71 72 T0 |47 106 94 33
63 87 41 67 82 il 71 71 69 | 39.6 113 o 3
62 84 4 66 2| 66| @ 72 69 | 40.7 104 90 34"
63 50 68 81 71 67 72 70 | 43.4 23 58 3
63 87 52 69 87 T2 68 75 72 | 45.7 113 89 3
62 89 46 69 101 80 T4 83 77| 80T 116 88 4%
60 &8 48 72 107 77 78 8 80 | 49.6 17, 81 4%
70 80 48 2 89 62 73 74 73| 40.1 111 86 3
64 86 48 68 92 67 Tl 75 72 | 446 109 923 3
62 81 66 70 70 50 66 67 | 6.0 101 101 2%
79 95 7 84 73 7 81 76 79 | 821 97 99! By

It will thus be observed that as compared with 100 for 1853—
1877, the grand total index number of world prices for 1889
was 72, and for 1899 to 1908 it was T2, a fall in prices due-to
the demonetization of silver throughout the world. :

It will also be observed that the index number for 1889 and
1905 was T2; for 1908 it was 73, thus indieating a singular
stability in the grand total of the world prices (London), since
1889, notwithstanding important intermediate variations.

Conceding that the volume of metallic money in the world,
together with the law of supply and demand of other materials,
are the determining factors fixing the average of world prices,
it should be observed that the wonderful increase in the output
of modern machinery as applied to all classes of products seems
to have been about equaled by the output of metallic money,
whose annual rate of gold output has approximately doubled
since 1896.

This table also shows the effect upon world prices by the dis-
turbance of commercial credits of the world by financial panic;
the panic of 1893 being followed by the lowest world prices in
a generation.

It would seem to follow that the lowering of prices stimulated
purchases and exchanges and led to a corresponding reaction.
The panie of 1907 was followed by an immediate reaction in
world prices,

It is important to point out that, notwithstanding the in-
creased output of merchantable articles, the increase of gold

circulation available for the use of the world markets has
been very large, and that this probably accounts for the sub-
stantial stability of world prices since 1880. These fizures are
of intense interest when compared with the changes in prices
which have taken place in the United States. Taking the
tables of the Statistical Abstract of 1907, it will be seen that
middling cotton which was 11.07 cents in 1890 was 11.5 cents in
in 1806, having reached a very low price of 6.94 cents in
1894, just after the panic, and a still lower point of 5.94 cents
in 1898, just after the Dingley bill passed:; while standard
sheetings for 1890 was 7 cents, and 1906, 7.25 cents, reaching
a low point of 5.11 cents in 1894, just after the panie, and its
lowest point, 4.2 cents, in 1898, just after the passage of the
Dingley bill.

In like manner standard drillings and other cotton cloths
fluctuated similarly following the panic and following the
Dingley bill.

Mr. President, I now submit a table (No. 202) from the
Abstract of Our National Statistics (1907), giving the rela-
tive wholesale prices of raw and of manufactured commodi-
ties of 1800 to 1906 and per cent of increase in prices for
1906 over prices for each preceding year; and also Table
203, giving the relative wholesale prices of commodities from
1800 to 1906 and the per cent of increase in prices from
19£t;)ver prices for each preceding year by group of com-
m es.
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Great increase in prices under Ding
‘actured

of raw and of manuf

increase in prices for 19068 over pricea for

Aot. Relative wholesale prices

, 1890 to 1908, and per cent of
mumsd&gym.

Manufactured eom-

Raw commodities. modities., All commodities.
Per cent of Per cent of Per cent of
Calendar year. | poj,. | ‘jnereasein | Rela- | inereasedn | Rels- | increasein

tive 1906 over tive 1906 over tive 1906 over
price. | each ~| price. | each preced- | price. | each preced-

ing. ing,

115.0 0.5 | 112.3 8.3 | 12.9 8.4
116.3 8.3 | 110.6 99| 1.7 9.6
107.9 16.7 | 105.6 15.2 | 106.1 15.4
104. 4 20.6 | 105.9 14.8 | 105.6 15.9
3.2 35.1 96.8 250 96.1 27.4
9m.7 37.3 8.0 20.4 3.6 30.8
84.0 49.9 919 2.3 90.4 35.4
87.6 43.7 90.1 35.0 89.7 36.5
94.0 3.9 93.3 30.3 93.4 31.0
105.9 18.9 | 100.7 20.8 | 101.7 20.4
11..9 12.5 | 110.2 10,3 | 110.5 10.8
111.4 13.0 | 107.8 12.8 | 108.5 12.8
122.4 29| 110.6 9.9 | 1129 8.4
122.7 26| I11.5 81| 13.6 7.7
119.7 82| 1L3 9.3 | 113.0 8.3
121.2 3.9 | 114.6 6.1 | 1159 5.6
Ry ... B mad A T e R SR b - 8 SR

Nore.—From reports of the Bureau of Labor, Department of Com-
merce and Labor. This table summarizes wholesale prices of 258 staple
commodities. The commodities designated as “ Raw" are such as are
marketed in their natural state and also such as have been subjected
to only manufactur process ; this group includes 50
articles. eommodities desi, ted as ‘* Manufactured " are such as
have been subjected to more t a preliminary factory manipulation
and in which the :mmufacturinf labor cost constitutes an Important
element in the price; this grouP ncludes 208 articles. A relative price,
or-index number, as it is technically called, of anfv article iz the
which the price of that article at nn{'egate is of the price of the same
artiele at a date er period which has n selected as the base or stand-
ard. The base selected by the' Bureauw of Labor for this eompilation is
the average price for the ten-year period 1820 to 1899. The relative prices
shown under each group are simple averages of the relatives of all ar-
ticles Ineluded within the group. Average price for 1890-1899=100,

Exmrerr 6.
Relative wholesale prices of commodities,
- for m;a over prices

increase in prices
. groups of commodities.

cent

1890 to 1908, and per cent of
for each preceding year, by

Farm produets. Food, ete.
Per cent Per cent
of in- of in-
Calendar year Relative | 6350 i1 | Rejative | cTease fn
each pre-| P leoch hre
year. year.
—
110.0 12.4 112. 4 0.2
121.5 L7 115.7 a2 7
111.7 10.7 103.6 87
107.9 14.6 110.2 2
95.9 28.9 90.8 12.8
03.3 32.5 .6 19.0
78.3 §7.9 53. 8 3.4
85.2 45.1 87.7 28.4
96.1 25.0 04.4 193
100.0 23.6 98.3 14.5
100.5 12.9 104.2 &1
116.9 5.7| 105.9 6.3
130.5 5.3 1113 1.2
118.8 4.0 107.1 5.1
126.2 2.1 107.2 5.0
124.2 a5 108. 7 3.6
) - | i T SO
.................... BLE e oilis
Cloths and clothing.| Fuel and lighting.
Per cent Per cent
of in- in-
Calendar year. Relative ({0085 17 | Relative | §Tease in
price. *’“"E;? price. ‘gr‘g
Year. ¥ear,
-__'__—-
113.5 5.7 104.7
111.3 7.8 102.7 %I
100.0 10.1 101.1 28.1
107.2 1.9 100.0 2.5
96.1 249 92.4 40.2
0.7 20.4 88.1 2.0
9.3 a4 104.3 24.2
1| 37 96,4 343
9.4 8.5 95. 4 35.7
957 24.1| 1080 233
106, 8 12,4 | 12009 7.1
101.0 18.8 119.5 8.4
102.0 17.6 134.3 a3.f
106. 6 126 149.3 ¢13.3
109.8 9.3| 1326 623
112.0 7.1| 1288 15
1800 [osiiot] DE Y
& Decrease.

Relative wholesale prices of commoditics, 1890 {o 1906, ete.—Continued.

O 00 = e 00 00 e O O e 00 de 10 e O e

Metals and imple- | Lumber and bufld-
ments. ing materials,
Per cent Per cent
Calendar year. of in- of in-
Relative | f10880 10 | pojative | cTease in
e T ey
year., year.
119.2 13. 4 11L.8 25.3
117 21.0 108. 4 20.2
106.0 27.5 " 102.8 36.3
100.7 34.3 101.9 3.5
90.7 4.1 96.3 45.5
92.0 47.0 04.1 48.9
3.7 44.3 93.4 50.0
86. 6 56.1 90. 4 55.0
86. 4 56.5 95.8 46.2
114.7 17.9 105.8 32.4
120.5 12.2 115.7 2.1
11L.9 20.8 116. 7 20.1
nr2 15.4 118.8 17.9
117.6 15.0 121. 4 15.4
100. 6 23.4 12.7 14.2
122.5 10.4 127.7 9.6
T T [ et 0T levnseoness
Drugs and chem- | House furnishing
goods,
Per cent Per cent
Calendar year. of in~ of in-
Relative | 16 oyor | Relative lm“g
price. W price. | ooh pre-
ng ng
year, year.
110. 2 a8. 2 111.1 a1
103. 6 a2 3 110.2 o s
102.9 oL T 108. 5 4.2
100.5 T 104. & 5.8
80.8 27 100. 1 10.9
87.9 151 96.5 15.0
2.6 93 940 18.1
044 7.2 0.8 .6
100.6 a5 1 92.0 20.7
11L. 3 ag. 1 95.1 16.7
157 el12.5 106 L 4.6
115.2 ald 2 110.9 .1
114.2 all. 4 1122 al.1
112.6 al0.1 113.0 el 8
110. 0 aB.0 LT T &8
100. 1 e7.2 100.1 17
WEE Lt h aEeck il
Miscellaneous. All commodities.
i) S i
oo Retstve | 5208910 | 5 gy eruamein
price. . | 1900 over | “E 0TS 11006 over
g  |ehe
year. year.
110.3 0.8 129 8
109. 4 10.7 LT o
106.2 14.0 106. 1 15
105.9 14.4 1056 15.
09.8 21.3 06.1 27.
945 231 93.6 30
9L 4 2.5 90. 4 35.
71 3.5 80.7 36.
924 L1 03. 4 3L
9.7 240 10L.7 20.
109.8 10.3 110.5 10.
07.4 128 108. 5 12
41 61 112.9 8.
113.6 6.0 113.6 T
L7 8.4 113.0 8
112.8 7.4 115.9 &
BEEE eeaiie 12248 cneene
¢ Decrease.
Nore.—From ts of the Burean of Laber, De t of Com-

repor partmen
merce and Labor. The group farm products includes 16 commodi g
food, ete., 53 ; cloths and clothing, 75 ; fuel and lighting, 18 ; metals and
implements, 38 ; lumber and bull;igﬁg material, 27 ; drugs and chemlicals,
- honse 143 the miscellaneous group, 13. Aver-
age price for 1890—1%—100.

I also submit Dun’s tables showing the variations in priees in
the United States.

It should be kept clearly in mind that the federal census is, to
a very appreciable degree, influenced by the manufacturing
industries of the country favorably to themselves, and this dif-
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ference is demonstrated by Dun’s tables, which ghow the increase
of prices to be much larger in the United States than as shown
by Census Abstract Tables 202 and 203 :
Leading classes of necessary articles of daily consumption—Prices, at
primary markets, from July 1, 1860, to May 1, 1907.
[Index number, from Dun’s Review.]

Dary Mis-
pue e S ter|e | B |
} =% neous.

. | Dolls. | Dolls. | Dolls. | Dolls. | Dolls.
8.804 22.439| 25.851/ 15.842 115. 101
7.653| 21.147| 22. 500| 16. 573| 101. 020
10.987| 28.413| 23.207] 17.290| 118. 510
16,359 45.679| 37.079| 24.264| 173,180
27.308| 73.485| 59.102| 31.653| 278. 987
21.057| 49.307| 38. 956( 25. 551| 194. 436
20.821| 45.377| 41.762| 27.922| 207.978
20.167| 38.160| 35.426( 25. 529| 188. 524
19.720| 35.604| 27. 385! 24. 786 182. 825
16.347| 35.300| 28.355( 24. 201 164. 630
13. 308 31.480( 26.612| 21.786| 148.781
13.823| 30.624| 27.371| 21.907| 151. 510
14.845| 32.427 32.643| 21310 150.479
13.625( 29.411) 32.208| 21.355| 143. 089
13.678| 27.260| 25.254] 19. 582, 143.133
14.418| 25.318 18.398| 134.702
12.014| 21, 747 15. 951/ 116. 479
13.321] 21, 15.160| 100. 547
11.346] 19. 4.836) 96.268
9,884 20. 16.286| 97.285
11. 539] 21. 17.139/ 108.655
11.663| 20. 111.901
11.627| 21. 123. 230
10.726| 20. 107. 248
.323] 19, 99, 706
8.712| 17. 90. 697
8. 57 89,226
8.667 9. 03, 624
9.416) 9.917 95.134
8.244 10.912 89, 691
8.036 9.749 91, 540
9.217 9.339 96. 092
8.700) 8.733 90.105
10.135 9,188 90.613
9.389 8,478 83.292
8.622 8,680 81.519
7.058 8.520 74,317
7.327 8.1 75. 502
7. 520 7. 72. 455
7.336 8. 79. 940
7. 8. 77.768
7.520 9. 80. 423
7 9. 85.227
7.258 9. 95.295
8. 906 9. 01. 415
8. 407 9. 05. 668
9. 430 9. 91. 509
9. 670 8. 101. 587
11. 628 8. 101. 910
9,522 9. 100. 356
9.260 9. 9. 456
8.138 9. 100. 142
9.033 10. 97.192
7: 10. 100. 318

8.6 9. 98.
8. 426/ 9. 104, 464
9. 677! 9. 105. 216
9. 350 9. 107. 264
9.641 9. 108. 955

Norg.—In the above table the course of prices of commodities is
shown, and in each case the price is multiplied by the annual per capita
consumption, which precludes any one commodity having more than its
proper weight in the aggregate. Breadstuffs include many quotations
of wheat, corn, oats, rye, barley; beans, and pease; meats include live
hogs, beef, sheep, and many provisions, lard, tallow, etc.; dairy and
garden groﬂuctn embrace eggs, vegetables, fruits, milk, butter, cheese,
ete. ; other food includes fish, liquors, condiments, sugar, rice, tobaceo,
ete. ; clothing covers the raw material of each industry, and many quo-
tations of woolen, cotton, silk, and rubber goods, as well as hides,
leather, boots, and shoes; metals include various guotations of pig iron
and partially manufactured and finished products, as well as the minor
metals, tin, lead, copper, etc., and coal and petroleum ; miscellaneous
includes many grades of hard and soft lumber, laths, brick, lime, glass
turpentine, hemp, linseed oil, paints, fertilizers, and drugs. The thlrd
decimal is given for accuracy of comparison.

There thus appears by Dun's more accurate tables an in-
crease from 1896 to May 1, 1907, of 46.7 per cent on total aver-
age of prices of 1896, and on clothing the increase from January
1, 1897, to May 1, 1907, was 69 per cent, and on miscellaneous
articles was 55 per cent, ;

The two tables from our own census contain overwhelming
evidence of the injurious results of the Dingley bill upon labor;
it shows, for example, Mr, President, that prices have been in-
creased on raw commodities 25.9 per cent over the average
prices from 1890 fo 1900, and 49.9 per cent over the prices of raw
commodities under the Wilson bill,

Our prices were already in 1906 much higher than in Europe,
so that these increases are the more striking.

Mr. President, do not the manufacturing classes themselves
see that such an enormous raise in prices of raw commodities
is injurious both to their domestic and foreign trade? Do they
not see it necessarily limits the consumption of the people,
whose little salaries are fixed, whose little pension can not be
increased in dollars and cents, whose purchasing power is lim-
ited to a fixed wage, a wage not exceeding, among the manu-
facturing laboring classes, $160 per annum per capita?

The obvious result is to restrict consumption of goods, limit
the output of goods, lower the factory output, and limit the
demand for labor.

Mr, President, in like manner the increase of manufactured
commodities in price, including a group of 208 articles, has
been 35 per cent since the lower prices under the Wilson bill
and an increase of 36.5 per cent upon all commodities above the
more reasonable prices under the Wilson bill.

What corresponding increase of wages has labor received?
Their wages are relatively less than they were ten years ago,
both in relation to the output of labor and in relation to the
purchasing power of the wage received; and the demand for
labor has been necessarily diminished by preventing the con-
sumption of manufactured and other commodities, because of
prices which could not be paid out of the limited number of
dollars the ordinary American has received. Such a policy is
injurious to the manufacturer, to the wage-earner, to the com-
mon citizen consumer, to the business men of the entire Nation,
and to our national growth and development.

And differentiating these increases of prices, it will be seen by
Table 203 that the prices of 1906 for food are 34 per cent higher
than they were in 1896 under the Wilson bill; the cloths and
clothing have increased 31.4 per cent above the prices of 1896
under the Wilson bill; that fuel and lighting have increased
40 per cent since 1894 under the Wilson bill; that metals and
metal implements have increased 56 per cent above the prices
under the Wilson bill; that lumber and building material have
increased 55 per cent over the prices under the Wilson bill;
that house furnishings have increased 23.6 per cent above the
lower prices of the Wilson bill; and miscellaneous articles of
various kinds have increased 325 per cent above the more
reasonable prices of the Wilson bill. Are the American people
utterly oblivious to these striking and conclusive facts?

It is perfectly obvious from Sauerbeck tables of the prices
of the world and from Dun’s table of American (United States)
prices that American (United States) prices have increased
far beyond European prices since the low price of 1896, not-
withstanding American (United States) prices were then much
higher than they were in Europe. It-therefore follows, be-
yond question, that the purchasing power of American wages,
even of the starvation wages paid in the cotton and woolen mills,
has been lowered in such a way as to greatly harm the Amer-
jcan workmen, even in protected industries, and has harmed
equally the entire American people, workmen, consumers gener-
ally, and even the manufacturers, who are severely taxing each
other by high prices—the finished product of the one being
the raw material of the other. The only people who have a net
profit are those who own and control the successful monopolies.

Is the Finance Committee so committed to the demands of
the representatives of organized greed in this country that
they will refuse to deal justly by the American people?

Or do they believe that by making the rich richer and the
poor poorer they will receive adequate political benefit at the
hands of those whom they enrich?

I know, Mr. President, that it has been easy to finance Re-
publican campaigns, and I know many good men have not
stopped to think that this money was extorted from the misery
and sweat of helpless men, women, and children.

Members of the Senate do not often wisit the sweat shops;
nor do they often see the sorrow and distress of the individuals
who compose the weaker elements of our great Nation. I
remind them that 500,000 die annually by our neglect, as shown
by the comparison between the death rate of New Zealand
and Australia, where better laws prevail, where the maxim of
the law is * Better reduce want than increase wealth.” 3

My, President, I feel charged with a solemn duty to make a
record before the Senate of these conditions, and I deem it a
great opportunity to have the privilege of submitting a prayer
to the leaders of the Senate that they do not be unmindful or
inconsiderate of the need and the rights of the inarticulate
mass, and that they do not lend too complacent attention to the
trained advocates of unsatisfied greed.
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Senator Orville H. Platt, the late distinguished Senator from
Connecticut, once said, in substance, in commenting on the faults
of the American legislator, that “ The American legislator should
not be charged with incompetency. As a rule, he is fairly well
qualified; meither can he be justly charged with dishonesty.
There are a few who may be dishonest, perhaps, but they do
not exercise any control of legislation. The fault of the Ameri-
can legislator is ‘good-fellowship® and doing for a friend
what under no other circumstances would the legislator for a
moment consider., For that reason,” said he, “I deem it the
highest legislative virtue to be cross and crabbed to all the
world, especially in the last ten days of the session.”

It will be thus seen that, from Sauerbeck’s tables, the increase
of the world prices has been much lower than the increases of
prices in the United States, and that this difference must be
accounted for in some reasonable manner,

The most natural way in which to account for it is to show
that the prices in the United States are artificially controlled
by monopoly.

And this average high increase must be interpreted in the light
of a great offset of the lowering of prices of all products pro-
duced by the American people of which monopoly controls the
price. For example, crude oil is produced by Oklahoma in vast
quantities—approximately 50,000,000 barrels per annum—which
sells for less than 1 cent a gallon, while the refined produet
retails for over 11 cents a gallon. It costs half a cent a gallon
to refine it. The low price is fixed by the Standard on the
crude and the high price is fixed by the Standard on the refined.
And the increase of all prices is in the face of the vital fact
that monopoly fixes an extremely low price on the articles
produced by the people of which the monopoly controls the
price. The average high price would be far higher except for
the very low price fixed by monopoly on its purchases, as on
crude oil. This is not only true with regard to oil, but also is
true with regard to cattle, hogs, sheep, hides, wool, various
minerals, tobacco, and so forth. That this low price of articles
bought by monopoly prevented the general average from reach-
ing the high point which they would otherwise reach in the
statistieal tables is a factor of great importance.

Without regard to statistics, everybody knows that the prices
are now very much higher than they have ever been.

The schedules of this bill are approximately 50 per cent on
the value of proposed imports, and this is proof that the prices
in the United States are 50 per cent higher than they are in
Europe and abroad on the articles of these schedules by the
open confession of the managers of this bill, and I therefore do
not need to furnish further proof of this matter as the schedules
confess that the prices in this countiry are approximately 50
per cent higher than they are abroad on articles aﬂected by the
present tariff law.

Mr. President, it is of great importance to observe these dif-
ferences between our present prices and the increase of our
present prices as compared with the increase of the prices of
the world, because it thus enables us to determine to what ex-
tent loeal conditions have raised our prices above the level of
the prices of the world.

WORLD PRICES AXD PRICES IN THE UNITED STATES—RISE IN PRICES IN

THE UNITED STATES NOT DUE TO INCREASE IN PER CAPITA CIRCULA-
TION.

At first thought it might cccur to some one that the higher
prices in the United States were due to the larger per ecapita
cirenlation, but this conclusion is impossible because, while our
per capita circulation December 31, 1906 (Statistical Abstract,
1907, Table 269), was $33.99 per capita, France had a per eapita
of $40.88 and Germany $25.03 and the British Empire $28.12,
with no substantial differences in competitive prices at London,
thus exhibiting the interesting fact that this enormous increase
of prices in the United States, and the fact that United States
prices are much higher than the level of world prices, is not
due to our increased circulating medium, but is due to the
monopolies in this country which have for commercial purposes
raised these prices in America far above the prices in the mar-
kets of the world.

That these high prices are not necessary for the maintenance
of a reasonable profit is shown by the table of lower prices at
which these same American goods are sold abroad by the pro-
tected monopolies in this country.

A few of these prices are submitted to prove that the prices
in the United States under monopoly will average 50 per cent
higher than in the markets of the world.

As evidence of this I submit a table from James G. Parsons
showing the differences in discounts between export and home
prices.

TaBLE IL—Showing differences n;ﬁ discounts Ubetween export and home
ces.

[By James G. Parsons, Senate Document No. 54, Bixty-first Congress,
first session.]

Per
E discount | Home discount| cent
Articles and desaription, g g from list. | differ-
ence,
Auger bits: Per cent. Per cent.
Irwin's solid center. . .....cccccu-. 60,10, and 10 50 and 10 39
o e e R SRR N e S e 70 60 334
Snell's Y HIng™ . .. .. ..vcrossscrnnns 60 and 10 50 30
Auger handles unn's No. 5, adjust-
ableandmatchet. . ... ... ..coao.... 85 15 and 10 18
Bells, Texas cow.... S 4 50 and 10 50 11
Bird , Hi 78 DIASS. ... .00nes 50 30 40
Bg}:.s clippers, *New Easy”............ 60,10,and 5 | 50,10,and 10 18
Carriage, § by 6 inches and smaller. £0 and 10 75 and 10 25
Machine, § by 4 Inches and smaller. 80 and 10 75,10,and 5 19
N 2 S R TR 80,10,and 5 80 17
Borerrs. bunghole, Enterprise.......... 40 and 25 27
Fray’'s genuine “ Bpoffords™. 60 33
Frag"s Ea.tchat Nos. 81-161.. 60 and 10 50 3*3i
me': !‘atchut. Nos. 83-143... 60 and 10 50 39
Fray's ratchet, Nos. 62-142, x 70 50 663
Fray's Nos. (6-160......... €0 and 10 50 39
Fray's sleeve, Nos. 207-214. . €0, 10, and 10 50 54
Fray's sleeve, Nos. 407414 60 and 10 50 39
Fray's sleeve, Nos. 606-61 60 and 10 50 39
Fray’s plain, Nos, 306-314. 70 50 66
Can openers, “King”....... 25 0 bS
Cartri AN s nma e 60, 10, 10, and 6 50 64
Chalns, kennel. . ......covees €0 and 10 60 11
Coffee mills, Enterprise......... 40 and 10 m and 25 1
Door rollers and hangers, Lane's. .. 60,10,10,and 5 and 10 17
Gauges, Disston’s steel and center. 45 25, ?i, and 10 12
1, “m]m m sa!
Covert's “Yankee™.... 30 and 2 a7
Covert's *“Derby” 25 39
Lawn sprinklers, En 30 19
Levels, m‘z‘rett‘s bench and 33} and 5 11
O Lily
Pl’mm” g?e;s ete., Disston’ 60 audinlfl‘1 !
aml s
'g’;" s, En 2B5and7y 18
Disst.un’st.? 107, 1074, 3, and 1. 30 and 7: 2
St B &
DLum’s 05, 12, 1 , 76, an
isston’: hole. . .. 40 and 10 25 and 7 28
e 2| 40
- 50 25 50
B 70,10, and 10 60 65
: 30 20 14
70,10, 10, and 10 70 ar
40 and 10 25 and 7} 28
.| 70,10,10,10,and 5 and 10 73
45 25, ?i and 10 13
50 334 334
45and 7} 47
80 and 10 60 122
60 50 25
&0 30 and 10 20

Tapre II.—S8howing difference between og:aﬂ and home prices of certain

specified art
E Home | PiF
Articles and description. m price. fer-
ence.

Aunger bits: P.et.
Irwin's solid center, 4-18..........c0eceseen---..per doz..| §1.30 | 81.50 39
Irwin’s solid center, 16-16. -do....| 202~| 4.05 39

handles, Gunn’s "No. 5. 9.75 |[11.48 18
W Hendryx’s No. 516........c.... 13.00 | 18.20 40

Bolt cuppm:. “Easy” and “New Easy,"” L7 | 203 18
ts:

Mcm{nge, by6inches. . ... . ciiceaiaaaiaiiin .60 .75 25
l{nch.lne.‘by e R S T .67 .68 19
P 10 1 TR ————— do .85 | .76 17
Fray's gennine "Bpomxd s | L T SRR e perdoz..| 6.30 R 40 33}
Frn§s mabohiety Now 8L -5 a ol i Jitaidaciin do....|10.44 |14.50 39
Fray's ratchet, No. 62... PRPP— [ T B 63
Fray's sleeve, No. 207........ ity |y i B8 T I 0 b 54
Fray's sleeve, No. 606. . do....| 7.56 | 10.50 39
Fray’s plain, No. 306........ ..d0....| 300 6. 00 664

B abm-‘grs En”mme,No. S T ig 6:340 gg

Can openers, ﬁing ............ per gross. .

Coﬂeepm Ent,xprrise, LA MR S A each..| L22 1.35 1

8:
. 40 .04 60
bastard .48 .08 45
.59 .75 7
+40 .79 08
.48 .83 73
.59 .02 b6
«75 1,03 a7
.88 1.13 28
Lo1 | 135 | 34
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TasLe IL—Shoiwing difference between ex,

exrport and home prices of certain

specified articles tinued.
Articles and description. = o Evomy Tore
Price. | ance,
Files, Nicholson's—Continued. P.ct
Flat bastard, IHneli, ...cccvovcvencnvererennss per doz..| §1.51 | §1.84 22
Flat bastard, 1. s aid0....] 211 2.52 19
d. .40 .81 102
.48 .88 83
.59 .98 66
.75 1.09 45
.88 1.18 34
1.01 1.41 40
1.26 1.58 25
1.51 1.94 2
1.82 2.18 20
2.11 2.67 2
«56 .62 12
.17 -19 12
2.70 3.60
26 | sos | &
2.70 3.7 a9
.40 .68 70
.50 -82 64
1.76 2.10 19
1.28 1.42 11
5.82 | 10.08 72
1.15 L50 80
Stefwms 5 “Litile Scout,” No. 14. - 1.35 1.75 30
Btevens's *“ Maynard Jr.,” No. 14. -.do....| 1.80 2.20 22
Stevens's No. 16.. .. ....o.... do.. 2.00 2.60 80
Btevens's * Little Krag," No. 65.. -odo....| 2.50 3.00 20
Btevens's “Favorlte™. .......... .. AT 1 3.47 4.50 30
Sausage stuffers, Enterprise, N0O. 5 .cerrerarnenanennas do.. 2.20 2.61 18
Disston’s hand, 30-inch, No.7.. per doz..| 13.74 | 17.48 2
Disston’s hand, 30-inch, No. 16... .do....1 15.390 | 19.98 28
Disston’s eombination, No. 43. ... 0.0, 16.25 | 10.82 27
Disston’s butcher, 24-inch, No. 7. cccencreiaennnna- do....| 850 |11.90 40
Disston’s framed wood, No. 60........ 6.00 9,00 B0
Disston’s band, 2-inch, 18-gauge 157 .26 85
28.00 | 32.00 14
034 073 | 115
034 073 | 115
084 0731 115
088 .076 | 100
.04 .070 | 973
072 . 186 89
084 L1856 | 132
. 084 211 | 18
. 096 £227 | 136
. 108 -251 | 132
034 .087 | 156
.06 .112 87
.10 17 70
2281 .378| 68
412 67 63
Size, 3 imh, M:-. Y ey bt e s e e S R A P do .072] .168 | 183
Bize, 1 inch, No. 6..... .16 .329 | 106
Size, 13 Ineﬁes, No. 10 . 336 L7760 | 131
Bize, 2inches, No. 18... = L768 | 1955 | 156
8ize 3 inches, No. 15. .. 1.24 | 3.646 | 104
gewdrirers, Disston’s aimmc, 12-inch... 136 | 186 37
Whittemore’s © Gllt Ed, S o .- 1.20 175 46
Whittemore's ““Baby E te”.'. ................. do....| .60 .67 12
Bho
tavens’ho RO e waniza -.each..! 2.8 4.25 52
Stovens’ No. 107.... --go....!| B.00 4.50 B0
Stevens' No. 225... ..‘de.. B67 | 0.75 12
gmked—bee.l‘sham, Entsrm‘lse, No.23........ --do.. 4.32 5.55 28
uares:
Dimto.ustry,mwwnod 10-inch, No. 1 ..perdoz..| 166 2.88 i)
Disston’s steel, 4-inch. ..... e T R each..| 1L.10 | 1.46 13
Traps, Lovell's monse and rat, metallic... . -per gross..| 550 7.33 333
“[‘ri::elu IMsston’s brick, 8-inch, Ko. 1..............perdez..| 4.07 6.00 47
Armstrong's hin iR 1.8 4.00 122
Arms 'S Com um, legsoelmts 6.40 | 800 25
Bonney’s No. 112 225 | 2.8 26
Watches:
Elgin movement, m;mi.iold -filled case ..........each..| 7.98 | 10.23 28
t, silveroldcase. .c.c.cavacnnean.. eena] 304 4.47 47
W Hawkeya"ﬁinl” .................... per doz.. 8.60 4.50 25

(Senate Document No. 54, Sixty-first Congress, first session.)

It is thus seen that our own manufacturers, to obtain the
protection from foreign competition, not only do not give Ameri-
ean consumers the low prices they are entitled to, but they
give all the benefit to foreigners. These tables demonstrate
that the pretense of high tariff to protect themselves against
the cheap labor of Europe is false; that our manufacturers can
compete and do compete in the open markets of the weorld,

andthattheyactmﬂydoglmtotordmrsthebmmthqy_

deny to Americans, of whose patriotic self-sacrifice they take
wrongful advantage.

Protection’s favors to foreigners is strongly set forth in Senate
Document No. 54, Sixty-first Congress, first session, prepared
by James G. Parsons, and submitted by me to the Senate, and to
which I refer for the most abounding evidence for the truth of -
my contention—that this bill and its immediate predecessors,
the Dingley bill and the McKinley bill, were written under the
color of serving the Ameriean laborer, when, in point of fact, it
has done nothing of the kind, but, on the contrary, favors the
foreigner at the expense of the American.

The defense of this indecent practice has been abundantly
answered in Document 54, and I shall not take the time to fur-
ther comment upon it.

A similar table, showing that our prices are 50 per cent higher
than world prices, is submitted (Exhibit 12), prepared by Byron
W. Holt, of New York.

Our great agricultural products have their prices fixed by the
markets of the world, except where freight prevents.

The price of corn per bushel was 55 cents in 1892 and 53 cents
in 1906, and wheat was 93 cents in 1891 and 82 cents in 1906,
and exported cattle in 1891, $381.25, and $93.17 in 1906 under
improved methods of feeding and transportation, while cotton
was 10 cents in 1890 and 11 cents in 1906.

We have a right to expect cheapening of manufactured prod-
ucts because of the constant increasing improvements in ma-
chinery—and in this we are disappointed—and a rise in the
price of agricultural products produced from an area necessarily
limited, and in this we are not gratified.

The prohibitive tariff has Increased the cost of living of the work-

man and of every other person In the United States, and, therefore,
has diminished the purchasing power of the wages received.

I have submitted Table No. 202, Abstract of Census, 1907, page
077, which shows that raw commodities have increased since
the Dingley bill went into effect 49.9 per cent, manufacturers’
commodities have increased 323 per cent up to 1906, and all
commodities have increased 35.4 per cent up to 1906, and still
higher in 1909.

Mr. President, I now submit Tables 197 and 206, which show
in detail the increase of price of food products, showing lard
to have increased, since 1896, 38 per cent, corn meal 29 per cent,
fresh pork 41 per cent, salt pork 55 per cent (Statistical Ab-
stract of Census, 1907), and similar increases in other things
required by the consumer.

LABOR IS HARMED BY THESE HIGH PRICES.

Mr. President, it is obvious that the laboring man who re-
ceives a fixed wage, or the laboring woman who receives a
given number of dollars, whether in the factory, on the farm,
in the mine, in the forest, or in domestic service, by an increase
of 34 per cent in the price of all articles to be bought with
wages received will be required to pay $134 to buy the same
amount of goods which cost §100 in 1896 under the Wilson bill

This means the equivalent of a flat loss of 25 per cent of the
narrow wages received by the working people, and shows that
the results of this tariff have been seriously injurious to the
working people, because of these artificial prices.

HIGH PRICES INJURIOUS TO SALARIED FEOPLE.

Under these high prices it would take, in 1906, $1,354 to buy
as much as $1,000 bought in 1896; in other words. a salaried
man who received a salary of $1,354 in 1896 could save out of
it $354, but to buy the same things in 1906 would take his en-
tire salary of $1,354, and leave him nothing saved.

The effect of these high prices on the salaried man is to
diminish the purchasing power of his salary 25 per cent.

This is the probable reason why Congress raised the salaries
of Members of Congress and of Senators 50 per cent; it was to
keep the Senators and Members of Congress from suffering the
injury which the Dingley bill inflicted on the balance of the

country. =
HIGH PRICES ARE INJURIOUS TO THE MANUFACTURERS.

High prices on raw material (and one manufacturer's raw
material is the finished product of another manufacturer) has
the effect of making it more difficult for American manufac-
turers to compete in the markets of the world, because thelr
first cost on this very account is heavier than would be the
case with thelr foreign competitors.

Our manufacturers do compete, however, on a considerable
scale, because of the greater efficiency of the American work-
man and of American invention and improved processes, and
because of rebates in foreign material bought and reshipped in
manufactures.

In this way a market is afforded foreign material and denied
our own materials unless they compeie with foreign material

‘at world prices,
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But if the manufacturers could obtain a uniform cost of
material 35 per cent less than it is now our commerce would be
greatly multiplied, the activity of our factories wonderfully
stimulated, all of America’s laboring elements would be em-
ployed, and the productive energies of the Nation brought to

* the highest degree of activity and efliciency.

If lower prices should prevail, we would avoid the evil of
underconsumption and need have no fear of overproduction,

The percentage of weekly earnings, retail prices, and the
weekly earnings as measured by retail prices is shown by the
Bureau of Labor bulletin, July, 1905:

Weekly
Weekly earnings
carnings | Retall | as meas-
per em- | prices, | ured by
ployee. retail
prices,

Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cent.

- 102.4 98.6

103.8 7.1

10L.9 90.4

104.4 96.9

9.7 9.0

97.8 100.6

95.5 104.2

96.3 103.0

98.7 101.2

90.5 10L.7

101.1 103.0

105.2 100.7

110.9 98.5

110.3 101.8

111.7 100.4

100 equals the standard prices averaged between 1890-1900.

It will be observed that even by these tables, coming from
sources interested in putting the best face on the matter, the
weekly earnings bought no more in 1904 than they did between
1890 and 1900, while they rose in 1896 to 104.2 from 96.9 in
1894, showing an increased purchasing power of over 7 per cent
following the passage of the Wilson—lower tariff—Act.

Mr. President, the tables prepared by Edward Atkinson, of
Boston (Exhibit 2), showing the relative number of persons who
could be affected by a tariff as far as their wages are concerned
in the so-called * protected or partially protected industries,”
should not be forgotten. It will be shown by these tables that
10,381,765 persons are farmers, planters, overseers, agricul-
tural laborers, gardeners, florists, nurserymen, dairy men and
women, and other agricultural pursuits; lumbermen and rafts-
men, stock raisers, herders and drovers, turpentine farmers and
laborers, and wood choppers, to which must be added all persons
in professional service, 1,258,739; all persons in domestie and
personal service, 5,580,657 ; and all persons in trade and trans-
portation, 4,766,964 ; making a total of 21,788,125 ; and estimating
those who are engaged in other services which could not be
regarded as in any degree open to competition, it is found that
out of a total of 29,074,117 there could not be exceeding 600,000
persons occupied in arts which would require a protective duty.
This table is very carefully drawn and is convincing to a sin-
cere and disinterested student. It therefore appears that very
little over 2 per cent of the American people are employed in
such a way as to really require any measure of so-called “ pro-
tection,” while 100 per cent of our people are taxed about 50
per cent on an average on all dutiable goods, to their very great
injury, and without even benefiting ‘the 2 per cent who are em-
ployees, mostly of foreign birth or parentage, in the so-called
“ protected industries,” while nearly all of such industries are
owned by monopolies who give their foreign employees the low-
est wages in America and keep millions for themselves,

MOXOPrOLY.

This bill ought not to pass, because similar bills heretofore
have established, and this Dill apill continue to wmaintain,
monopoly, labor's chief oppressor, and will be followed by high
prices, low wages, greater mortality to labor, increased crime,
and extravagant and corrupt standards.

Mr. President, no man familiar with history of his country
will seriously question that when the tariff has its schedules
g0 high as to prevent competition from abroad it must engender
monopoly at home.

The first step of triumphant monopoly is to cut off foreign
competition ; the next step is easily effected by any of a variety
of successful expedients.

First. By the policy of placing a control of the stock of com-
peting companies in the hands of a trustee for the purpose
of preventing competition. This was nothing more nor less

than a conspiracy in restraint of trade. The courts in due time

pronounced the so-called “frust” an unlawful combination.
The reason why it was unlawful was because it violated the
common law of the English-speaking people. It violated the
common law, which holds as void any contract in restraint of
trade. The common law of our States holds a man is entitled
to buy at a price fixed in a free competitive market, and that
any restraint of trade denying the citizen this common-law
right is a fraud upon him. The present tariff law and the
proposed law is conspicuously guilty of this sin, although its
error has not y&t been declared by the courts. A test case should
be brought. :

Indeed it is a form of robbery under the color of law and
carried on under the safeguards of organized soclety; it is a
fraud to impose a prohibitive tax under the pretense of vaising
revenue, but in reality 1o protect monopoly. It is a species
of immoral conspiracy which ought not to be endured by any
nation of intelligent and liberty-loving men.

The contracts putting the control of the stock of competing
companies in the hands of a “ trustee,” being the first form in
which organized monopoly became conspicuously bad, has led
to the term “ trust” being loosely and incorrectly used to de-
scribe any monopoly,

Second. Another expedient by which monopoly was estab-
lished was “a gentleman's agreement,” by which prices were
fixed by verbal agreement and not by contract. This was noth-
ing more nor less than a verbal conspiracy, and was no less a
fraud and unlawful than if the verbal agreement had been a
legal contract in writing. The only difference between the two
was the greater difficulty of detection of the combination.

The gentleman's agreement usually proved inetliclent, because
min engaged in this character of fraud could nof trust each
other.

Third. Another form by which the American people have been
defrauded by monopoly is where a giant corporation, like the
Standard Oil Company, sets a fixed price on crude oil and a
price on the refined products, and because of its power intimi-
dates the independent refiner and compels the refiner through
fear of destruction, in the crafty ways so fully described by
Ida Tarbell in the history of Standard Qil, to recognize and
maintain the prices so fixed. In this way the Standard Oil
Company, through its subsidiary companies, sets the price of
crude oil in Oklahoma of the best quality at 41 cents a barrel.
No refiner wishes to violate this rule for fear of the Standard,
and no refiner dares to offer to sell refined oil at less than the
Standard price for fear of the Standard. It only costs one-half
cent a gallon to refine petroleum, and crude oil costs 41 cents
a barrel in Oklahoma. The people ought to get very cheap oil,
but they do not get it, because the Standard Oil Company over-
shadows the land and controls the market, both of erude oil and
of the refined products.

It is a common practice for the independent refiners to stand
on the prices fixed by the Standard, both on erude and refined,
for fear that they will be destroyed. The history of the past
is strewn with the wreckage of companies who have ventured to
cut the prices of the Standard Oil Company.

I think the Congress of the United States ought to imposea
rule on interstate corporations using the mails and enjoying publie
protection that they shall not vary their price to the consumers
of the United States, except in so far as the difference in freight
justifies, In this way the Standard Oil Company could not put
the price of refined below cost locally for the purpose of running
out an independent competitor in a loeal field while the Standard
at the same time raises the price in another field, with which
to make the consumer pay the cost of this illegitimate warfare
on a competitor. If the Standard were compelled to give the
same price plus freight in all parts of the United States to the
consumer, the Standard could not in that event afford to lower
its local price for the purpose of killing off a petty competitor.
And I appeal to the leaders of the Republican party in the
Senate of the United States to bring in an amendment to this
bill providing this remedy. :

I am sure the chairman of the Committee on Finance will
appreciate the force of this observation, and if he does not
afford the country the relief which I invite him to do he at
least shall have no complaint of me that he did not receive a
wise and virtuous suggestion from Oklahoma. I assure him
that if he will submit the proper amendment he can rely upon
the Senators from Oklahoma giving him enthusiastic support
in such a policy.

I pause to ask the chairman of the Committee on Finance
whether he will bring in or support such an amendment.

I appeal to the leaders of the Republican party in the Senate
of the United States to bring in an amendment to the bill pro-
viding this simple, effective remedy against monopoly. If we
want to establish competition in the United States, if we hope
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to maintain competition in the United Stafes, we must protect
the little competitor and not permit him to be killed off by in-
genious processes. Otherwise we might as well recognize now
that monopoly is fixed and is to be dealt with as monopoly. If
we deal with it as monopoly, then a different process would be
available, which I suggest to the Senate of the United States,
and that is, conceding monopoly to be established, conceding
that we can not control or that we will not control monopoly,
I suggest that monopoly, having the power of taxation of the
American people without limitations, shall be controlled by
being limited in the dividends it may pay upon its invested
capital, determined by physical valuation.

Fourth. But another and far more dangerous form of monop-
oly, skillfully drawn to avoid the decisions of the Supreme
Court of the United States with regard to contracts in re-
straint of trade, is the more recent successful plan of merging
one corporation with another, such as illustrated in the United
States Steel Corporation, by which all competitors of any im-
portance were absorbed. It was organized in 1901, and at that
time absorbed a number of gigantic concerns, to wit: Federal
Steel, National Tube, American Steel and Wire Company,
National Steel, American Tin Plate, American Steel Hook,
American Sheet Steel, American Bridge, Shelby Steel Tube, The
Carnegie Company, The ILake Superior Consolidated Iron
Mines, and acquired interests in numerous other companies,
such as the Pittsburg St Company, The Oliver Iron
Mining Company, The National Steel Company, including The
Sharon Steel Company, The Union Steel Company, The Donora
Mining Company, The Republic Coke Company, The River Coal
Company, The Sharon Coke Company, The Sharon Ore Com-
pany, The Sharon Sheet Steel Company, and a controlling in-
terest in the companies of the Sharon Coal and Limestone Com-
pany and the Sharon Tin Plate Company, and directly and indi-
rectly controlling the American Coke Company, The Continen-
tal Coke Company, The H. C. Frick Coke Company, The Mec-
Clure Coke Company, The Southwest Connellsville Coke Com-
pany and the United Coal and Coke Company, consolidated
under the title of H. C. Frick Coke Company, acquiring also
the Clairton Steel Company in May, 1904, The St. Clair Fur-
nace Company. This contract carried with it the stock of the
Champion Iron Company, The Clairton Land Company, the St
Clair Terminal Railroad Company, and 51 per cent of the stock
of the 8t. Clair Limestone Company; in April, 1905, the Heck-

ler Coke Company was acguired. On April 15, 1907, by lease |

United States Steel obtained the control of the Great Northern
Railroad Company ore properties through the Great Western
Mining Company, a subsidiary company of the United States
Steel Corporation, and so forth.

These gigantie mergers of the various eompanieg, by which
their competition with each other was effectually destro;
formed the new company, which issued a total of stocks anﬂ

bonds of about fourteen hundred millions, a large part of

which was “ watered,” having no physieal value corresponding
with the face values of the stocks and bonds issued.

In 1907 this gigantic merger company took ever the Tennes-
gee Coal, Iron and Railroad Company, which was itself com-
posed of various companies merged together in the same fashion
as the United States Steel Corperation, and was its only great
competitor ; under the control of this great merger company are
various water-supply plants, natural-gas properties, pipe lines,
ore docks, a multitude of iron mines, and some 25 railroad
companies.

By these gigantic mergers competition is effectually con-
trolled under the forms of law, and the resulting giant corpora-
tion has such a dominating and masterful positlon that smaller
corporations dare not compete or cut the price or attempt to
do so. Competition is thus utterly destroyed.

Moody's Manual for 1907, page 2320, gives over 1,000 com-
panies absorbed or merged by or into other companies for 1907.

The smaller corporations engaged in the same business are
indeed of some use to the giant monopoly, because the smaller
corporation being in existence and doing business at the same
prices fixed by the larger eorporation, the greater concern ean
point to the smaller concern as evidence to the common people
that there is active competition in the field. The common people
may accept the testimony, but it will be a Barmecide feast
when they test the prices.

When the people threaten to remove the monopoly tariff,
which shelters monopoly, all of the agents of monopoly join in
one mighty chorus in defense of the poor little independent man
who will be utterly ruined if the tariff is lowered a particle.
But the smaller concern is used as a highwayman might hold
up a child to ward off a merited chastisement. It is, however,
no chastisement and ne injustice whatever to the monopoly to
take down the tariff wall that shelters monopoly from reason-

able competition, but merely a just action in restoring the com-
petition which never should have been interfered with.

The United States Steel Corporation, I am informed, permits
no organized labor in its service. The thoughtlessness of this
monopoly of its labor, and its forgetfulness of its moral obliga-
tion toward poor human beings engaged in its service has been
shown with great force in a recent philanthropie investigation
conducted under the Russell Sage Foundation in the * Pittsburg
Survey.” What these giant monopolies are capable of doing
when not restrained by any other consideration than what is
called “business’” and the pressure for “ dividends,” * divi-
dends,” * dividends,” is set forth in great detail in the Journal
of Constructive Philanthropy, published by the Charity Organi-
zation SBociety of the City of New York, 105 East Twenty-second
street, New York; Robert W. deForest, president; J. P. Morgan,
treasurer ; Edwin T. Devine, general secretary, 105 East Twenty-
second street, New York City, in “ Charities and the Commons ”
in the issues of January, February, and March, 1900,

What a monopoly tariff does for its protected workmen is
abundantly set forth in this wonderful report of the unspeak-
able conditions which have grown up under our system of
government, where the beneficiaries of the tariff have forgotten
manhood, and have forgotten womanhood, and even childhood
in their insane pursunit of wealth and power.

Ida M. Tarbell, a erit®nl and learned student of sociology,
i:;m described it in a few words in the Ameriean Magazine of

ay, 1909 :

A TARIFF-MADE CITY—WHAT IT DOES FOR ITS WOLKMEN.

The city of .Pitlxbm is the test mnu.ment in this country to
the praectice of high prote % has been the strong-
hold. of the doctrine. For rm‘.g m as no other center
in the United States, the beneiits of prohibitive duties.

The town lies at the heart of a riet in which is produced from
one-quarter to one-half ot all the various kinds of Amerlcan iron and
steel, as well as a roPor of all our tin, plate glass, and
rodue of these artieles have for years had the
t practically to themselves. All of these articles have
for years been exported and sold at less prices than the American eon-
sumer can buy m. All these industries have produced enormous

fortunes, Sn many g0 conspicnous are they, that a ican
type in H and the United States is the “ Pittsburg millionaire.”
Now, it ts certain the tariff produced the Plttsburg fonaire, but

that was not what 'was fixed K
States. The tariff was laid to protect aml

of the United
gi urg workman.

Aeco to the protectionist argument, Pi tu:g. as the bulwark and
center o rotacted industries, should the a&p&eﬂs‘t. most" prus—
perous, the United & Is 1t?

best conditioned workmen
There has just beem lished in Charilies and The Gommu-s (now
The Bmw) one of the most significant pieces of investigation the
trx seen. It is the result of a year or more of work on the
art a band of trained investigators commissioned by the Charities
tee. It gives a blueprint of Pittsburg— place
their worl. What does this blueprint show of
under protection?
workm.s twelve hm:rs a day for SEVEN in the week,
ling a “ long turn,” or a twenty-four-hour shift.
It is not stmply the exceptional man who overworks in this cruel fash-
ion. The twelve-hour day is the extreme of an “ al er incredible
amount of overwork by ever{body, s0 the Survey declares. Can you
make a man by these hours?® Is it u&gondar that these who lived
and walked' a.m.ong t,hese men grepartn Survey report their saying :
tired to eat and sleep.”

“Poo. 1 work an
Any wonder that the report the God-fearing women crying out for the
oldycountry * We t not have been able to I.We 80 wel there but,

oh, man, we could have brought up the children in the fear o" God and
in a land where men reverence the Sabbath.” Any wonder that those
men who have not the restr influence of a family drown fatigue
at ht in saloons and brothels?
what do they earn for their toil? In the tariff-protected indus-
trim.sta and irom, mberreceivea.wm
report, * so, low maintenance of
American standard of living—wages adjusted
lodging house, not to the responsible head of a tamily.
industries where ‘“to protect the workin, untry has for
ears taxed itself millions upon millions of dollars. The estimated
fmn: profit in the steel trust alone in 1907 was $80,000,000. Who got
the money? Go look at the sieel palaces and chafeaux in New York
and Pari the I’itubu.ﬁ millionaires who fill the glittering
places ot easure in the great cities of Hurope and this country, who
ﬁgure in givorce and murder trials, who are writing their names on
foundations and bevquests and institutions.

How s Erotecbed " workingman live?
holds are these “builded on_steel?’ The re
summarizes them: ** Hvil conditions were fou
tion of the city. Owver the omnipresen :
flouted one’s sense Byrie rookeries perched Isides
were S04 with men, women, and children—entire z‘ama{ea Tiving
in one room and mmm Boarders in a corner ereof. Cellar
rooms twere the nm% gm otm?ues. = In o’?-ta”ﬂ' mﬁn m:; water

a lupury, t L onl muoh e o s 8
unu muscles. Courts ami aHeys fouled bad dra m

pﬂeaarmh Bmpiﬂcm 1y, pale-face dgr(my
ohildren. 'n enveloping oke wld dust, t.iro h which light
and air mt filter, made Mmkeepiag a trasclﬁf in :fauy neighbor-

What kind of house-
rter of

hoods of the situation was intensified by the evil o
ug g ouses upon lots, of families into houses, of peopig
room
prapectts el by ha-very CoRparations b s Teapine wemlth Toom
o) es e ve co nr ns who W rom
Eh p‘mtscmdy l-“l' ese beneficlaries of -

generosity of

adsentlemen who, when they see the taxation
in their mterest threaten up the laborer and h as a
reason for continuing it, what do they say when these conditions are
pointed out to them: “ We don’t want to go into the housing business.
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We_ are manufacturers, not real estate dealers. We may be forced to
build houses in certain new districts in order to attract and hold labor,
but in an_old, settled community let the laboring man take care of
himself. We don’t belicve in paternalism.”

They have had no more interest in preservin
who do the terrible toil nmm? to their weal
decent housing. For years the death rate from ty
burg has been the highest of any city in the civillzed world. Everybody
knew it. Everybody knew why. There was no sugyly of pure drinking
water, A filtration plant was needed. Did an ittsburg millionaire
offer to build it—insist that the industries which called the vast army
of labor to Pittsburg should build it? No; they left a corrupted city
fovemment to fight over the appropriations for the work and scattered
n endowments and in institutions in other cities and other States many
times the five millions needed in Pi
workmen. They hold up to the world for admiration their love of
great material problems—they argue with the Ameriean people that
their skill in solving these problems is a good and sufficlent reason for
continuning general taxation in their favor. But a problem which,
worked out, would benefit nobody but the humble two-dollar-a-day man
who sweats out his life in the heat of their profitable furnaces does not
interest them. It might savor of paternalism!

Not even the child has touched them. The conditions under which
the children of the poor are brought up in Pittsburg are such that
babies die like flies, Of those along the river, a settlement worker told
Bamuel Hopkins Adams, when he was working on health conditions for
the Burvey: * Not one child in ten comes to us from the river-bottom
section without a blood or skin disease, usually of long standing. Not
one out of ten comes to us physically up to the normal for his or her
age. Worse than that, few of them are up to the mental standard, and
an increaging percentage are imbecile.”

As to the schools, here is what an authority says: “ The school
buildings are in many cases crowded, dark, dirty, often of three stories,
and bad fire risks, e condition of the children in these schools, good
and bad, rich and poor, may be known by the large proportion having
defective teeth, reduced hearing, imperfect vision. An excessively large
number of them are mouth breathers, partially so because they are
unable to breathe through their noses in the smoky air of Putsburf.
and a v congiderable number are below the stature and the weight
determined for the average child. In a icr?e percentage the defects of
teeth, nose, and throat bring them below the physical normal. These
are the children that wear out in childhood.” i

Is it a wonder that this gentleman suggested :

* Ought not the Pittsburg® schools to be closed and the children
repaired 1

This Pittsburg Survey is the most awful arraignment of an American
institution and its resulting class pronounced since the days of slavery.
It puts upon the Pittsburg millionaire the awful stamp of greed, of
stupidlti, and of heartless pride. But what should we expect of him?
He is the creature of a special privilege which for years he has not
needed. He has fought for it because he faitened on it. He must
have it for labor. But look at him and look at his laborer and believe
him if you can.

Justice takes a terrible revenge on those who thrive by
8he blinds their eyes until they no longer see human misery.
their hearts until they no lon
their senses until they respon

the lives of the men
than in giving them
hold fever in Pitts-

ttsburg to save the lives of the

ﬂvlleﬁe.
he dulls
r beat with humnmt{‘. he benumbs
only to the narrow horizon of what
they can individually possess, touch, feel. She makes, as she has in
Pittsburg, a eration of men and women who day by day can pass
hundreds of mbled-down and filthy homes, in which the men and
women who make their wealth live, and feel no shock; who can know
that deadly fevers and diseases which are preventable are wl?ing out
hund of those who do their tasks, and raise no hand. Little chil-
dren may die or grow up and evil within their sight and no
penny of their wealth, no hour of thelr leisure, is given them. Women
may pass hours of incessant toil and die, broken and unhonored, within

their eight, and they raise no hand. Wealth which comes by privilege
kills. 'f'he curse of Justice on those who will not recognize injustice
is the sodden mind, the dulled vision, the unfeeling heart. EE

I was interested after reading this distressing record of the
misery and degradation of the employees in protected industries
at Pittsburg, and their great poverty, to observe, in striking con-
trast, that Mr, H. C. Frick, one of the masters of the iron, steel,
and coke monopoly, was reported by the public press as trying
to buy an oil painting by Holbein from the Duke of Norfolk for
$350,000. I could not help thinking how scandalous it was to
take the labor of these poor people and dissipate it in such folly.

The papers announce also that Mr. Schwab, another steel mag-
nate, was successfully “ bucking the tiger " at Monte Carlo, and
gambling on a gigantic seale. No doubt he has millions which
he may hazard at the gambling table and not feel the loss, but
where does he get it? He gets it out of the grimy sweat of a
labor so poorly paid that the women and children must, of
necessity, suffer degradation and physiecal, social, and spiritual
degeneration.

The morning papers state that a New York lady now suing
her husband for divorce has spent in the last ten years $770,000
in various interesting and fanciful extravagances, paying from
$500 to $800 for dresses, having scores of servants to dance at-
tendance and promote the wildest vagaries of fashion. One can
not pick up a paper without reading the unseemly and indecent
waste of the national resources by those beneficiaries who profit
by monopolies sheltered under a noncompetitive tariff, one
which prevents all competition, and gives them the power to
combine at home for the purpose of fleecing the American peo-
ple and picking their pockets wholesale by prices which are 50
per cent higher than the prices in the markets of the world.
Side by side are babies dying like flies for want of proper food
and air and decent environment. The omnipotent God will
surely punish a nation or a party that sees these evils with
callous heart and offers no remedy.

Some one might say that Ida Tarbell’s picture is too graphie.
I do not think it possible to convey in two pages the teyrific
arraignment of our civilization which is exhibited in the Pitts-
burg Survey.

But I submit another authority, whose calm and disinterested
judgment and statement of the facts ought to command the
attention of the entire nation.

RESULTS OF PITTSRURG SURVEY.

Prof. Edward T. Devine, of New York City, general secretary
of the Charity Organization Society of the City of New York
(see Vol. III, Amer. Sociological Soc., May 1, 1909), gives a
sketch of the results of the Pittshurg Survey, describing what
was found to be the actual fact at this great center of the pro-
tective industries. He says they found the following resulis:

I. An altogether incredible amount o[‘ overwcerk by everybody, reach-
ing its extreme in the twelve-hour shift for seven days In the week
in the steel mills and the rallway switch yards.

1I. Low wages for the great majority of the laborers employed lavl
the mills; not lower than in other large cities, but lowy compared wi
the prices—so low as to be inadequate to the maintenance of a normal
American standard of living; wages adjusted to the single man, not to
the responsible head of a famlily.

I1I. Still lower wages for women, who receive, for example, in one
of the metal trades in which the proportion of women is great enough
to be menacing, onec-half as much as unorganized men in the same shops
and one-third as much as the men in the union.

IV. An absentee capitalism, with bad effects strikingly analogous to
those of absentee landlordism, of which also Pittsburg furnishes note-
worthy examples.

V. A continuous inflow of immigrants with low standards attracted
by a wage which is high by the standards of southeastern Europe, and
which yields a net pecunmrf advantage because of abnormally low
expenditures for food and shelter, an inadequate provision for sic g,
accident, and death,

VI. The destruction of family life, not in any imaginary or mystical
sense, but by the demands of the day's work, and by the very demon-
strable and material method of typhoid fever and industrial accidents,
both preventable, but costing last year In Pittsburg considerably more
than a thousand lives, and irretrievably shattering many homes,

VII. Archaic social institutions such as the aldermanic court, the
ward school district, the family garbage &isﬁml, and the unregenerate
charitable Institution, still surviving after the conditions to which they
were adapted have disappeared.

VIII. The contrast—which does not become blurred by familiarity
with detalls, but on the contrary becomes more vivid as the outlines
are filled in—the contrast between the prosperity on the one hand of
the most prosperous of all the communities of our western civilization,
with its vast natural resources, the generous fostering of government.
the human energy, the technical development, the gkgmt[c tonnage of
the mines and mills, the enormous capital of which the bank balances
afford an indication, and, on the other hand, the neglect of life, o
health, of physical vigor, even of the industrial eficiency of the indi-

vidual. Certainly no community before in America or Europe has ever
had such a surplus, and never before has a great co;:‘munitﬁ app;?:g:
uman 0

what it had 8o meagerlfl to the rational purposes o { .

by gifts of libraries, dgu leries, technical schools, and parks, but by the
ceasation of toil one day in seven, and girteen hours in the twenty-four,
by the incrcase of wages, b‘g the sparh? of lives, the prevention o
accidents, and by raising the standards of domes life, should the
ém‘plﬂ: come back to the people of the community in which it is
created. t

The details of this tragic condition is found in the January,
February, and March numbers of Charities and Commons, 1909,
published in New York.

Mr. President, I have not the slightest doubt that the great
and powerful city of Pittsburg, supplied as it is with some of the
best brains and best men in the world, will correct, or at least
abate, in some degree these conditions. I have no doubt that
publie sentiment throughout the United States will so influence
our great commercial monopolies that they themselves will be
led to a more considerate treatment of their laborers and cease
to regard them as machines of iron or wood, to be worn-out in
production and renewed by others. I have the confidence in the
patriotism and good sense of the leaders of both of the great
parties of our country to believe that they will not endure the
prolonged continuance of these conditions.

THE PROFITS OF MONOPOLY.

The Senator from Iowa gave us a graphie description of the
unreasonable profits of the United States Steel upon its watered
stock. Its net earnings after paying interest on bonds of sub-
sidiary companies and the accounts of miscellaneous expendi-
tures and charges amounted to one hundred and fifty-six mil-
lions. Its products for 1906 amounted to 13,511,149 tons of in-
gots, out of which was produced 10,578,433 tons of finished
products.

Its assets for 1906 are stated (Moody's Manual, p. 2282) at
$1,681,309,769; its net profits for dividends 1906 were $98,219,-
088, exceeding $9 a ton on 10,578,433 tons of product, not count-
ing profits to subordinate corporations.

Its profit on the finished product has exceeded $9 & ton,
collected from the consumers of the United States under a
tariff which prohibits the consumer buying elsewhere, and thus

.
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enables this gigantic corporation and its independent allies to
exercise a complete monopoly of all our people.

The proposed schedule in this bill of 31.65 per cent average
tariff upon all metal and all manufactures of metal operates not
for the benefit of labor, but to establish monopolies which con-
trol labor, compel it to disorganize, imposes cruelty and extraor-
dinary conditions upon labor, and, together with other monopo-
lies, established in like manner, pick the pockets of the labor-
ing men and of all other men from the Atlantic to the Pacific by
artificial prices, which the retailer and jobber is compelled by
penalties to observe, so that the wages received by labor is
craftily and fraudulently taken out of his pockets by these
stealthy organizations, whose lobbyists now infest this capital
and falsely advise Senators and Members with regard to their
duty in the premises.

Side by side with these abnormal developments will be found
hundreds of thousands of honest companies, working at reason-
able profits, engaging in legitimate competition, content with the
ancient maxim of— g

Live and let live,
and who are also victimized by the exactions of monopoly in
greater or less degree as the case may be.

The prices which are lowered in the United States by legiti-
mate competition are so far offset by the unreasonable high
prices of monopoly that the general average has gone far above
the markets of the world, as I have heretofore shown.

Mr. President, several Senators have shown on the floor the
enormous profits made by various monopolies.

The authoritative record can be found in Moody’s Manual of
1907, a volume of twenty-five hundred pages, giving the accounts

- of the corporations doing business in the country, but not by any
means all of the monopolies. In these tables will be found the
enormous profits which have been advertised to the public stat-
ing what they have made. The record does not tell the entire
story by any means, but it tells enough. The manner in which
the people of the United States are unjustly taxed by these
artificial high prices in the interest of monopoly is shown by
sugar.

Our record shows that the people of the United States con-
sume 2,993,979 tons of sugar per annum. The London price is
2 cents a pound less than the New York price, so that the people
pay about $40 a ton for sugar in excess of the London price—
approximately one hundred and thirty millions of dollars—
while the duty collected is only sixty millions, leaving a profit
of seventy millions to the monopolies and interests protected by
the tariff, amounting in this one item to about $5 per annum for
every family in the United States,

In similar manner will be shown the profits to the trusts on
pig iron, on steel billets, on steel rails, as compiled by the
Actuary of the Treasury. (8. Doc. 45, 61st Cong., 1st sess.)

PIG IRON, Per ton.
United States 17. 75
United States duty ' 4,00

United States price, less duty 13.75
Germany - B & ot |
France - i A i 11. 25
Belgium — 2 11-TH
England 11. 00

irom, 1907, 25,781,361 tons; dt;tr

Unlled States production of
F0§ 125,444 ; government revenue, 1907,

rer ton tax on consumer, $

BILLETS, STEEL. Per ton.

United States - 24. 7
United States duty 2
United States value, less duty 17. 99
Germany - — 14. 88
France _ — 15.00
Belgium 15. 50
England - 15. 14
United States production, 1906, 23,398,136 tons; d "
ton: tax on consumers, $157,235,474; government ?3“32 e
$590,663.
RAILS, BTEEL. Per ton.
United States_. 25.4
United States duty ? 'I.s-i
United States price, less duty 17. 57
————
Germany 17. 84
France 17.99
Belgium 18, 69
England 18.14
verage of above—Europe 18 11
United States price 25. 41
Difference T.27

United States production of steel rails, 1907, 3,977,872 tons; dlff
ence in price, home and abroad, $7.27; tax on consumer, $2B,919,129-
government revenue, 1907, $30,670.

XLIV—206

NAILS. Per ton.

United States $47.13
United States duty. 11. 20
United States price, less du 35.93
Germany g g 33. 60
France 34. 60
Belgium 33. 00

United States %rwuctlon wire nails, 1906, 512,800 tonl, United
States dutgb ;11 per ton; tax on consumer, '$5, 743 360 ; government
revenue, 1 91 ; coet to the people for each dollar ooliected by the
Government, $63,114.

RESUME.
Cost to
the
ple for
United States | People pa; each

revenue. additiol tax col-
lected by

the Gov-
ernment,
135,181. 00 | §70, 641, 821. 00 $2.17
466, 825,00 | 108,125, 444.00 71.23
590, 663. 00 | 157, 285, 474. 00 267. 05
30,670.00 | 28,919,129.00 943,91
91.00 b, 743, 360. 00 | 63,114.85

Census Bulletin No. 57, 1905, points out the confessed profits
on various manufacturing enterprises, a few of which I give.

CENSUS PROFITS ON WOOL MANUFACTURING, CLOTHING, AND TILB.
Census Bulletin No. 57, 1905, gives the following statistics on

woolen and worsted goods and clothing manufactures, and so
forth, from which the profit can be calculated :

Iégl;ber of establishments. 8,873
enses
Bnlaﬁes paid 28,454 officials and eclerks_—__—____ TSO 015, 521
Wages paid 394, 803 workmen e 3,
Miscellaneous exp 98 564, 867
Cost of materials. ST 514, 002, 738
Total exp 806, 086, 168
Value of product 11. 09. 841
Profit 105, 313, 673
Capital 529, 892, T40
pproximately 20 per cent.
MEN’S CLOTHING.
gumber of establishments 4, 504
D Salaries paid 18,210 officials and clerks____________ $13, 703, 162
Wages pald 137,190 workmen bT, 225, 506
Men over 16 58, 769
Women over 16 e 4
Children under 16 2, 963
Miscellaneous exp T 57, 693, 240
Materials 185, 793, 436
Total expenses—..—- 314, 417, 344
Value of preduct 3565, 796, 5T1
41, 379, 227
Capital ___ 153, 177, 500
Rbout 27 per cent.
WOMEN’S CLOTHING.
Number establishments 3, 351
Salaries paid 10,920 officials and clerks . ___ $9, 975, 044
Wages paid 115,705 workmen - 01,180,193
Men over 16 42, 614
YWomen over 16____ T2, 242
Children under 16 hleia 84
Miscellaneous exp 24, 349, 282
Materials _ e 130, 719, 996
Total exp 216, 225, 415
Value product 247, 661, 560
31, 436, 145
Capital o 73, 947, 823
Rbont 42 per cent,
BRICK AND TILE.
Number of establishments . ______ 4,634
Salarles pald 3,690 officlals and clerks 3, 530, 474
Wages paid 60,021 workmen 8, 646, 005
Miscellaneous ex 6, 969, 161
Cost of materials 186, 316, 409
Total expense 55, 462, 139
Value product 71, 152, 062
15, 689, 923

Profit
About 22 per cent.
The profit on men's clothing amounts to 27 per cent, on
women’s clothing 42 per cent, and yet side by side with this
manufacturer’'s profit the sweating system is in full force (an
interesting account of which will be found in H. Rept. No. 2309,
52d Cong., 2d sess.), with ruinous conditions under which
oppressed labor earns its miserable bread; industrious young
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women, twelve hours a day in the shops of unremitting industry,
and increasing speed, earning $4, $5, and $6 a week. For a §10
suit 85 cents is paid for the making of a coat, 25 to 35 cents
for the pants, and 20 to 25 cents for the vest; for a $15 suit
$1.50 is paid for making the coat, and so on. It is no wonder,
of course, people living in abject wretchednéss of the sweat shops

Btatistics relative to cotion-

exhibit a very great mortality as compared with other people,
and develop tuberculosis and other diseases.

The CoNGrRESsIONAL REcorp of June 4, 1909, gives a table of
some of the profits of the cotton mills of the country, submitted
by Senator Smurm of South Carolina., I ask that it be printed
in the REcorD.

mill stocks as investments,

Earn- Capi-
Date of Total | Average | Book
ineor- Ings | DIvi- |3ividends!dividends| surplus | t8li28- | par

Wame of eompany. pora- Capital Surplus. Debt. s, dl%g‘_u for eight| for eight| per tion | e,

tion. 1907 years. | years. | share. mm!e.

Per cent.| Per cent.

Amoskeag. 1831 | $5,760,000.00 | $3,720,601.00 | $1,425,000.00 | $21.30 | $16.00 126 15.75 | $64.50 | $10.76 | $100.00
Androseogln coosi s T e 1860 | 1,000,000.00 | 1,123,864.00 16,559.00 | 24,91 | 10.00 75 0.87 | 112,88 | 13.08 | 100.00
Bates 1852 | 1,200,000.00 | 1,876,361.00 117,5665.00 | 41.87 | 35.00 130 16.25 | 114.61 | 14.61 | 100.00
Bandar by e e e 1880 1,000, 000.00 8383,508.00 500,000.00 | 87.50 | 23.50 119 14.87 83.85 | 12.51 | 100.00
Richard Borden..... 1871 | 1,000,000.00 502,174.00 541.00 | 82.62 | 20.00 a10 12.62 | 50.21 | 10.87 | 100,00
King Philip 1871 | 1,500,000.00 851,765.00 150,431.00 | 25.65 | 6.00 1683 21.25 | 58,78 | 11.10 | 100.00
Dartmouth 1895 600, 000,00 685,105.00 470,529.00 | 82.50 | €6.00 158 10.75| 114,318 | 5.00 | 100.00
Dwight 1841 1,200,000.00 | 1,299,210.00 785,740.00 | 103.94 | 12.00 100 12,50 | 108.26 | 5.45 | 500.00
Great Falls 1823 1,500,000.00 950,000.00 333,603.00 | 21.33 | 12.00 ny 14.62 64.00 | 11.86 | 100.00
Laurel Lake. 1881 600, 000,00 184,251.00 None, | 28.24 | 14.00 51904 23.75 | 87.08 | 10.08 | 100.00
Massachusetts Cotton. .- 1839 | 1,800,000.00 | 1,431,600.00 | 2,160,763.00 | 41.30 [ 5.00 50 6.25 | 79.53 | 14,13 | 100.00
wrence. 1831 1,250,000.00 787,000.00 500,000.00 | 25.27 | 8.00 122, 15.25 | 62,96 | 12.50 | 100.00
1853 | 3,000,000.00 | 6,332,854.00 None, | 550.00 | 820,00 124 15.50 [2,110.95 1,000,00
1800 | 2,556,000.00 | 1,628,487.00 117,940.00 |._..._.. 12,00 158 19.75]  63.71 | 10.27 | 100.00
Sagamore. 1879 900,000.00 855,692.00 607,899.00 | 48.53 | 20.00 85 10.63 | 89.52 | 9.80 | 100.00
ey e 1814 300,000.00 474,294,00 2,816.00 | 835.00 | 67,00 189 23.62 | 704.00 | 6.51 | 500.00
Union 1879 | 1,200,000.00 584,044.00 None, | 46.00 | 85.50 183 22,87 | 48.67 | 10.80 | 100.00
Whitman. ... 1895 | 1,500,000.00 945,411,00 474,245.00 | 20.76 | 8.00 58% 7.25 | 63.02 ] 11.85 | 100.00

¢ In addition to which a 25 per cent dividend was paid.
For eight years average annual dividends for group, 15.65 per cent.

The merger in the capital of earnings is not shown, nor in
plant improvements out of earnings, which would make the
earnings still larger. W. Irving Bullard, of Danielson, Conn.,
a great cotton manufacturer, is guoted as saying at Boston

April 16, 1908 :
A summary of 100 cotton mills in Oldham di.stricali,) in Engand. shows
the follo remarkable facts: Capital invested, 501,230 ; net earn-

ings, $6,605,785; average earning per mill, 866,025 ;’ dlvidem'i. 15§ per
cent.

The averaﬁe dividend disbursements for these 100 mills was 15% per
cent, while the net earnings show an average of 353 per cent.

The indecent treatment of helpless labor by organized capital
is not confined to America, but we ought to lead the world in
the conservation of human life and unrewarded toil by laws
wisely and humanely drawn.

The recent giant monopolies, engendered and sheltered by the
prohibitive tariff, are responsible for the unrest of the country.

The American Tobacco Company, which has become suffi-
ciently powerful to fix the price of all tobacco raised in the
United States, advertises its assets for 1906 at $278,628,564.
By merger and otherwise it controls the American Cigar Com-
pany, American Stogie Company, the Havana Tobacco Company,
with various subcompanies, the American Snuff Company, the
Lorillard Company, and so forth. The impatience and violence of
the tobacco raisers in Kentucky and Tennessee, known as
the “ Night Riders,” is due directly to the tyranny of this com-
pany, which, being strong enough to control prices, is enabled
to exercise its will on the tobacco growers, who have been mak-
ing a blind effort to protect themselves by force. In like man-
ner the crushing effect of extreme poverty, due to the processes
which I have described, is leading to actual erime in many ways
and is responsible for the growth of radical socialism and an-
archism throughout the world.

DISTRIBUTION OF WEALTH.

In The Social Unrest, John Graham Brooks, on page 161,
quoting Thorold Rogers (Oxford BEconomy), says:

In a vague way they (the laborers) are under the impresslon that
the ter part of the misery which they see is the wnﬂm of
the laws enacted and maintained in the Interest of par ar classes.
And on the whole they are in the right.

Quoting Professor Smart, of Glasgow:

But when machinery is replacing man and doing the heavy work of
industry, it is time to get rid of that ancient prejudice thdt men must
work ten hours a day to Eeep the world up to the level of the comfort
it has attained. Possibly, if we clear our minds of cant, we may. see
the reason why we still wish the laborer to work ten hours a d:{als
that we, the comfortable classes, may go on receiving the lion's re
of the wealth these machines, iron and human, are turning out,

8o Professor Cairnes, an economist noted for ability and eau-
tion, in his*Leading Principles (ibid., 162), says:

Unequal as is the distribution of wealth already in the country, the
tendency of mdustrhmrm—on the supposition that the present
separation between ial classes s maintained—Is toward an

®In addition to which a 100 per cent dividend was paid.

inequality still greater. The rieh will be growing richer; the poor at
least relatively poorer. It seems to me, apart altogether from the ques-
tlon of the laborers’ interest, that these are not conditions which fur-
nish a solid basis for a progressive social state; but, having ard to
that interest, I think the considerations adduced show that the first
and Iudlsgemble stege toward any serious amendment of the laborer’s
lot is that he ghould be, in one way or ano » lifted out of the groove
in which he at present works and placed in a position compatible with
his becoming a sharer in equal proportion with others in the general
advantages arising from industrial progress.

Spahrs’s table for the distribution of wealth in the United
States, taken from his work, “The Present Distribution of
‘Wealth in the United States,” when our national wealth was
$60,000,000, is as follows:

Per | Ave te Per
Class. Families. | cont | wealt m. cent,
$32, 880,000,000 | 54.8
19, 320,000,000 | 32.2
7,800, 000,000 | 13.0
60, 000, 000, 000 | 100.0

The inequalities have been steadily growing worse, and when
a single person’s fortune is estimated at a thousand millions
and is gathering in $50,000,000 per annum of the net proceeds
of the products of the labor of this country, while millions of
human beings can not lay aside $50 apiece per annum, what
must be the inevitable result? It is this condition, half under-
stood, that is developing rapidly a sentiment of radical social-
ism, discontent, and social unrest,

Moody’s Manual of 1907, page 30, presents a “ General Sum-
mary " of corporations offering stocks and bonds for sale to °
the stock exchanges and recorded by him in great detail in a
volume of nearly 3,000 pages, as follows

b Total stocks and honds.
Steam r ad division 15, 4 %

Public utilities division $ s,}gg,lgﬁ_ %
Industrial division 10, 156, 833, 000
Mining division 2,525, 173, 000

36, 248, 668, 00
Page 10, Report (1907) Comptroller of the Currency, b5 008, 060
8, 390, 328, 402

m;:&;o :(ng.‘la‘;l;)nh ller of the Curren
er o e €Y,
other banks ﬁ?ﬁt companies_._.____ 11,168, 511, 516

Page 35,
resources
In addition to this enormous volume of corporate wealth,
which comprises a registered one-third of our national wealth,
there is an unregistered volume of corporations which are close
corporations which do not sell stock, which are personal cor-
porations, amounting to thousands of millions of dollars.
En y call your attention to the Statistical Abstract

of 1907, Table 244, which sets forth the wealth of the United
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States, which shows clearly where its approximate ownership
may be found, to wit:
Table 24j, Statistical Abstract, 1907.

Total wealth in United States $1OT. 104 211 917
Real property 62, 341, 492, 134
Live stoc 4, 073, 1'91, T36
Farm implements and machinery - e
Manufacturing machinery, tools, ete_———————————__
Railroad equipment._._

Street railway, shipping, waterworks oo 4, 840, 546,
Agricultural Yrodu%?s LE'__ 1, 899, 379,
anufactur roducts 7, 409, 291, 668
Imported merchandise 495, 543, 685
Mining products 326, 851, 617
Clothing and personal ornaments 2. 000, 000, O
Furniture, carriages 5, 760, OD(}. 000

Total for United States 107, 104, 211, 917

Where do the city laborers under protection come in as joint
heirs of modern prosperity?

What part of this wealth created by labor is theirs?

They have no real estate, no live stock, farm machinery,
manufacturing machinery, railroads, or under any visible classi-
fication. The only thing that they can have under this tabula-
tion is clothing and a little personal property.

And yet the products of the labor 4n our specified manufactur-
ing industries of 1905 reached a total of $14,802,147,087, for
5,470,321 wage-earners, whose product was therefore worth
$2,708 per capita.

These people received $2,611,540,532 in wages (Stat. Abst.
U. 8., 1907, p. 144), or $479 per caplta

This $419 each must feed and shelter and clothe and educate
and provide leisure and the joyous participation in the common
providences of God for an average of three people, on about $160
each per annum, or about an average of $13.33 per month.

There can hardly be much margin of saving under the circum-
stances for sickness, ill health, accident, or loss of employment.

In New York City, with over four millions of people, less than
1 in 40 has any real estate.

LESS THAN 100,000 OWN CITY.
[From the New York Times.]

Lawson Purdy, president of the board of taxes and assessments, in a
speech at the g‘t Planning Municipal Art Exhibition, said that the
value of the taxn le ogoperty in New York City is now estimated to
be about $6,800,000 Two-thirds, or 67 per cent, of this property,
he added, is land. ‘Mr, Purdy said that it is estimated that less than
100,000 persons own every particle of the land.

Our wealth increases over $4,500,000,000 every year over and
above our expenses. What proportion does labor, the creator of
wealth, retain net out of its own creation?

A beggarly part, Mr. President. Our national policy can be
improved ; our national policy should be changed.

We ought not to persist in a policy artfully designed to make
the rich richer and the poor poorer.

FALSE STANDARDS OF LIFE.

Piling up enormous wealth in few hands is setting false stand-
ards of life and making classes whose sympathies are very far
apart.

lJg'in& can not help but be struck with the enormous cost of
hotel services, for example, in the New York hotels conducted
expressly for the patronage of the rich; $15 to $20 a day for a
bedroom, sitting room, and bath is nothing unusual; $15 for a
dinner for two persons is not regarded as extravagant; and
side by side with this will be found families who can not save
$30 net out of their labor of a year’s time.

This may seem unimportant; I regard it as a matter of very
great importance, illustrating the grossly unequal distribution
of the proceeds of human labor; a condition which pampers one
class and starves another; a condition which ought not to be en-
couraged by a nation which desires to preserve its liberties.

TIPPING.

The whole tipping system which in sections where these differ-
ences of wealth are most pronounced is an evidence offering
itself on every hand to show that the servants who render
service are not properly paid, and that the well-to-do class ought
voluntarily to pay the servants for every little act. This sys-
tem degrades the servant and puts him in an attitude of a beg-
gar—a beggary which the giver of tips encourages in spite of
himself. The whole practice which universally prevails in
-Europe emphasizes the relation of master and servant, of
master and dependent, in which the servant is to be thankful
for gifts, and it is injurious both to the one who gives and the
one who receives and illustrates the false standards of living
which are being established in this country. Men who serve
ought to be properly paid in the first instance and not com-
pelled to be put in the attitude of beggars in order to make a
living. It lowers the moral tone of the American Republie,

MONOPOLIES' EVIL AND DANGEROUS METHODS.

Mr. President, piling up stupendous wealth in a few hands is

dangerous to the welfare of the country. The Senator from

‘Wisconsin, in his remarks on Senate bill 3023 a year ago, pointed-

out that practically 100 directors, interlocked with each other,

controlled all of the great corporations of transportation, tele-

graph, telephone, express, and industrials in the United States.

ﬁe gave their names and the corporations which they controlled
part.

In the remarks which I had the honor to submit on February
25, 1908, upon this bill (8. 3028), I pointed out the ability of a
few men in New York to create a panic whenever they wanted
to, and I pointed out how they could profit by it.

A few men control the management of the banks in New
York City, Boston, Philadelphia, and Chicago, with associate
banks throughout the country, and can make the stock market
fo u}:)t or down as they please by the simplest of all processes,

0 wit:
BY RESTRICTING CREDITS
when they want the market to go down—
BY EXTENDING CREDITS FREELY
when they want the market to go up.

The panie of 1893 was an artificial panie, because it was
brought about in this manner for the purpose of putting an end
to the talk of remonetizing silver, and as a political argument,
ingienioua]y and powerfully exerted, it did finally put an end
to it.

I was in the banking business myself at that time, and re-
ceived a circular letter from New York pointing out the mis-
chievous character of the discussion favoring remonetization of
silver; that it was driving gold abroad. Several letters fol-
lowed along the same line, and, I am informed, and believe, that
these circulars were sent out at the instance of a committee
representing banks belonging to the New York clearing house;
that it was the definite and predetermined policy then and there
to constrict credits; and that, finally, these banks struck the
crowning blow by “ ecalling,” in June, 1893, the large volume of
demand loans then on the street for immediate payment, when
the usnal credit accommodations were already quite cut off by
these banks and their associate institutions and other assoeiated
financiers.

When this panic was over the weaker elements of the ﬂmmclnl
world by thousands had been compelled to give up their prop-
erties to the financial masters, who had accumulated cash for
the purpose of taking over the property of less farsighted and
powerful operators.

I pointed out in my remarks February 25, 1908, the astonish-
ing manner in which these forces had caused the stock market
to go up and down by which the unwary have been fleeced of
their property during the preceding ten years.

The panic of 1907 was an artificial panie, brought about by
conspiracy, in my opinion, of men discussed by President Roose-
velt as “ malefactors of great wealth.”

I think his description was precise and apt, and I think that
the Senate ought never to be content until a proper inguiry has
been made into the panic of 1907, to determine who the bene-
ficlaries were of that artful, crafty, far-reaching, and terrible
conspiracy, which has thrown millions of men out of employ-
ment and brought tears and grief to the unnumbered women
and children in this land who have suffered the consequence of
that finanecial panie,

I was informed with regard to what might be expected to
happen nearly a year before it did happen.

The panic of 1907 was brought about by a prolonged bull
movement, free extension of credits, maintaining stocks and
bonds at a high figure until in sufficient volume they were loaded
upon the unwary, to whom money was freely loaned on a proper
margin, and then began the process of restricting credits, slowly,
steadily, firmly, the masters of the market, the high priests of
monopoly, having accumulated an immense volume of cash and
cash credits, to be used when the market struck bottom. This
they did, with the most magnificent results, making unnumbered
millions out of the weaker elements who had been led into the
trap of obtaining credits.

It is true that the panic resulted in paralyzing productive en-
ergies of the American people, disturbing credits throughout the
whole world, and throwing millions of men out of employment
and causing unspeakable suffering to many millions of women
and children. But monopoly had its reward, if the accumulation
of money beyond the needs of a human being ecan be called a re-
ward ; if a callous heart and deadened sensibilities to the suffer-
ings of human kind can be called a reward.

I wish to say to the chairman of the Committee on Finance
that his committee is, in my judgment, honor bound to deter-
mine who the beneficiaries of that financial panic were and to
take steps against the possibility of its repetition. There was a
double purpose in this panic. One was that the very powerful
finanecially might double their holdings of property by smash-
ing values, accumulating cash and cash credits, and buying




. United States Express.

3284

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 15,

in the stocks and bonds of weak financiers who could not stand
the storm.

Another purpose was to discredit Theodore Roosevelt, whose
heart had been moved by a resolute purpose to protect the
people against such sinister forces.

In his message of January 31, 1908, he said:

The. Sk b e mn““mgws oo the sdministration’s ac

t t s
tlonseh:ve cbeenygilv::e n.s.s:iade mr:ﬂ:nm tg]:mgh the eounl?ry in the
newspapers and otherwlse, by those writers and s rs who, con-
sciously or uncomseiously, act as the representatives of p tory
wealth—of the wealth aceumulated on a glant seale by all forms of
iniquity, ranging from the oppression of wage-workers to unfair and
unwholesome methods of crushing out competition, and to defranding
the public by stockjobbing and the manipulation of securities. Certain
wealthy men of this stamp, whose conduet should be abhorrent to every
man of ordinary decent conscience and who commit the hideous wrong
of teaching our young men that phenomenal business success must or-
dinarily be basetf on ﬁishoneaty. have during the last few months made
it apparent that they have banded together to work for a reaction.
Their endeavor is to overthrow and discredit all who honestly adminis-
ter the law, to prevent any additional legislation which would check
and restrain them, and to secure, if possible, a fri from all 1,
which will permit every us wrongdoer to do what he wishes
unchecked provided he has eno money. The enly way to counter-
act the movement in which these men are engaged is to make clear
to the publie just what they are seeking to accomplish in the present.

The absurd fluctuations of stocks controlled by these high
financiers, I set forth at the time, illustrate the unspeakable
folly of any citizen trusting himself upon a market capable of
such uncontrolled manipulation. Monte Carlo is perfectly inno-
cent by the side of this gigantic gambling house with its won-
derfully improved modern maechinery for misleading the judg-
ment of the ordinary citizen, with its secret pitfalls and in-
genious traps by which to defraud our people.

The spirit of monopoly—the idea of getting something for
nothing—has done a great harm to the American people. Hun-
dreds of thousands of people are the beneficiaries of it and
many millions are the victims of it. Those who are enriched
by it set new standards of extravagant living, of wasteful ex-
penditure, and of false pride and bad example, the imitation of
which has made the American citizen notorious throughout the
whole world.

This bill, Mr. President, is a faproot from which monopoly
partly draws its power, fattens, grows strong, and evershadows
the land like an evil tree killing and impairing the life of those
who stand beneath.

The violent manner in which the monopolists of this country
juggle the stock market subjects it to tremendous changes from
time to time, as shown in the following quotations:

These ranges are since 1900, and will be found in the New
York Times Weekly National Quotation Review, page 13, of
October 21, 1907 :

High. | Low.
Adams Express a15 114
Chalmers Co. a-
Amalgamated Copper.
ean Beet ar Co a--
American Cotton Ofl.......

American Hide and Leather.
Ameriean Ice Securities ek
Ameriean L Co.

Ameriean Snouff Co...
American Steel Foundries,
Ameriean Woolen Co.

Atehison, Topeka and Santa Fe
Baltimore and Ohio.
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western..
Denver and Rio Grande.

Duluth, South Shore and Atlantie......
General Electrie. .........
Great Northern preferred
Iowa Central

Kanawha and Michigan
Kansas City Southern...
Knickerbocker Tee.

Lake Erie and Western.
Manhattan Beach. oo s
Missouri, Kansas and Texas R. R.
T B o s O R
New York, Chicago and St. Louis.
New York Central...

R~ N T T

g

sgepansIatfeadiEsnlesnaiauly

bt
=7
W

Ontario Mining
Pennsylvania Railroad.............
Peorin and E: m..
Pere Marquet
Pullman Co.
Reading. .-
Tennessee Coal and Iron
United Railways In ment.
United States Cast Iron..

EuEGﬁSEﬁonﬁmﬂgﬂ

be g oy e SR e R I e e B e
United States Steel

suBesEiBEainlds
wobocBEESa

I call attention to some of these figures, however: Adams
Express went from 114 to 315, about 300 per cent; the Allis-
Chalmers Company went from 4 to 27, over 600 per cent.
Amalgamated Copper, one of the giant concerns of this country,
from 83 to 130, 400 per cent. And so it goes on through the list.

The monopoly protecting tariff shortens the life of labor and
exposes it to greater mortality.

Mr. President, in the last forty years the world has wonder-
fully improved in medical knowledge. It has wonderfully im-
proved in inventive processes, which have led to increased
conveniences of life, which have developed the most important
economies of production, manufacture, and distribution.

All of these things have tended fo the prolongation of human
life where people could receive the full benefit of them; so
much so, that it is probably no excessive estimate to say that
the average of human life in the well-to-do classes has been
increased by a period of ten years. It has been one of the
wonderful developments of increasing modern intelligerice.

It is a grievous thing, therefore, to observe that notwith-
standing these great benefits, which ought to be a common her-
itage of the human race, and notwithstanding the increasing
longevity of the well-to-do elasses, the entire average of life
shown by the mortality tables has not been improved. The
number of persons who die per thousand is substantially the
same.

Mr. President, I submit the comparative mortality statistics
of our country and the other eivilized nations of the world.

The mortality statistics exhibit the remarkable fact that just
in degree as poverty obtains and governments permit monopoly,
without protecting the weaker elements from dangerous ex-
posure, just in that degree the number of deaths from all causes
rises in the annual average.

It is a very important matter, and it shows that just in de-
gree as thoughtful men write their laws for the preservation of
human life to that degree is human longevity extended; to that
degree there is the conservation of the best of all national re-
sources—the lives of the children, the lives of the workingmen
and working women of the country.

The following fable gives the number of people per thousand
who died in the following countries from 1903 to 1908 (p. 28 of
the Mortality Statisties of the Census Office for 1907) :

e RS S RS L 25.9 24.9 27.7 84.3
Hungary. 26.1 24.8 27.8 4.8
BoUmARSE .o e u4.8 24.4 25.4

Spain 25 25.8 25.9 25.2
P R S e P O 4 S 23.8 2.7 N B
Tealy 24| 21| 2.9 20.8
Japan A 20 2.2 =+ o T RSO
Franee 19.2 19.4 10.6 10.9
German Empire. 20 10.8 ey
United States 16.1 16.6 16,2 16.1
Netherlands. . o oo eeecmeee 15.6 15.9 15.8 14.8
Norway 14.8| 143| 148 18.7
. S A
United nt 15. - .
e ws| 08| 105| 106
Naw Zealund 10.4 9.6 9.3 9.3

There is no table which has ever been read in this body that
has such vital significance as that table, which shows that if
the people of the United States took the same pains to pre-
serve the life of the Nation that New Zealand has done, we
would save over six to the thousand; and, measured by our
80,000,000 people, it would mean a saving to this country of
over 500,000 lives annually. Pittsburg is no exception in the ex-
posure of human life to bad conditions. It is merely illustrative.

The policy of New Zealand is expressed in their great motto,
“ Better reduce want than increase wealth;"” and when you
reduce want, even if it be at the expense of increasing wealth,
you prolong human life. You make life worthy to be lived,
and you raise the standard of men physically, morally, and
spiritually.

Let our national standard be “Men firsi, then wealih.”

New Zealand has abolished monopoly and given a more even.
distribution of the opportunities of life to willing labor than
any other country in the world, and it offers to the United
States an example of how to care for its people, because the
difference of these vital statisties of an average of 9.9 deaths
per annum out of a thousand and 16.3 per thousand, makes a
difference of 6.4 per thousand, or the vast multitude of 512,000

who annually die in the United States in excess of the
deaths that would occur under more favorable conditions of
life, Are they not worth preserving as fully as we agree on the

conservation of our other national resources?

.
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The death rate in our cities, especially the industrial cities,
seems to run still higher than the general average; for example,
the annual average number of deaths from all causes, per thou-
sand population for 1901 to 1905, was as follows (id., pp. 91

and 92) :
In Massachusetis:
DBoston.__ 18. 8
Fall River = 20,3
Lowell 20. 2
rridence ] i
ew Yor )
Pittsburg, Pnty 20.7
Philadelphia ——__ 18.2
Norristown, Pa 24.5

Notwithstanding the fact that the cities with their oppor-
tunity of cooperation in improved water supply, sewerage,
hospital service, and sanitary supervision ought to have better
health than those less favorably situated. The heavy death
rate in cities is due to the extreme high death rate among the
very poor, who are compelled to live in insanitary places and
are otherwise exposed, while the more favored population of the
cities would show a better rate than the average.

TABLE 21.—Death rates from all causes per 1,000 population in regis-
tration States in 1900.

Maine. i;_ ggg
M h Ly A S e %

ms::stffl S0 : 13. 807
New Hampshire 17. 979
New Jersey 17. 378
Rtk s e

- - . i

Ver ont e 16. 962

Table 95, Abstract of the Census, 1900, shows a heavy mor-
tality in manufacturing cities and in cities where negroes live.
For example, per thousand, from all causes:

Augusta, Me 26. 4

timore, Md 21.0
Biddefo Me. 23.2
Boston, Mass a1
Cincinnati, Ohlo 19.1
Hoboken iy %5 304
Pﬂ?:gnrgtyf’a 3 = 20.0
Philadelphia, Pa 21.2

Census Bulletin No. 77 gives an interesting account of 42
of the so-called “dusty trades,” showing, for example, that
of polishers who die between 25 and 34 years, 56 per cent of
such deaths are due to consumption. The per cent of like
deaths duoe to consumption in each age group is very high; for
example, between the ages of 25 and 34 years, 70 per cent of
the grinders who die, die of consumption; 59 per cent of the
tool makers, 50 per cent of the gold-leaf makers, 50 per cent of
brass workers, 56 per cent of printers, 66 per cent of compos-
itors, 61 per cent of engravers, 52 per cent of stone workers, 50
per cent of marble workers, 56 per cent of glass blowers, 46 per
cent of glass cutters, 44 per cent of plasterers, 49 per cent of
‘paper 62 per cent of lithographers, 68 per cent of the
hosiery and knitting mill employees, 50 per cent of spinners, 53
per cent of weavers, 50 per cent of rope makers, 55 per cent of
ecabinetmakers, 62 per cent of wood turners, 55 per cent of hat-
ters, 52 per cent of sili-mill employees, 58 per cent of uphol-
sterers, showing that workers in these dusty trades are very
liable to die of tuberculosis.

This table shows that the exposure of human Iife to dust and
hard conditions leads to the destruction of human life by tuber-
culosis in a serious way. I think these tables are of interest.

Mr. President, I deem it my duty to call the attention of the
country to the fact that this death rate stands in startling con-
trast to the death rate of New Zealand, where the average for
1901 to 1906 was less than 10 deaths per thousand. It is equally
important, in considering the reason for the greater security of
life in New Zealand, to remember that in New Zealand the peo-
ple take great care to prevent the destruction of human life by
the extremes of poverty,

Finally, Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the
Senate to the fact that in New Zealand great pains are taken to
protect the people against monopoly, against the appropriation
of everything in heaven and on earth, everything visible or in-
visible by men, because they happen to have piled up available
credit at their command. In New Zealand they believe that
the land was made for the use and benefit of the living genera-
tion, who make it desirable to live in. Therefore they control
monopoly in that great republic. We have copied them before
in their political processes when we adopted the greatest of all
means for the control of fraud in elections by the adoption of
the Australian ballot, and we will do well to imitate them in
other matters, where they protect the living generation against
the uncontrolled and natural ambition and. greed of man for
wealth and power.

BETTER REDUCE WANT THAN INCREASE WEALTH.

In New Zealand they do not impose a tariff tax artfolly
drawn to make the poor poorer and the rich richer. In New
Zealand they do not establish a tariff under the false pretense
of raising revenue, where the legislator openly or secretly in-
tends the tariff rate not to raise revenue, but to prevent importa-
tion, to prevent competition, and to protect monopoly in the
home market.

THE PURPOSES OF TAXATION.
Constitutionally, a tax can have no other basis than the raising o&n a
(i} 8

revenue for publ pun;oses, and whatever governmental exactd
not this basis is tyrannical and unlawful. A tax on imports, therefore,
the purpose of which is not to raise a revenue, but to discourage and
indirectly prohibit some g:ﬁicslar imfari for the bem;ﬂt of some home
manufacture, may well questioned as bei merely colorable, and
therefore not warranted by constitutional p (Cooley, Prin.

ples.
Con. Law, B7.)

The Bupreme Court of the United States, in the Topekn case, said:
“To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the Jarogerty
of the citizen and with the other to bestow it upon favored Individuals

to aid private enterprises and build up R?vﬂie fortunes is none the less
a robbery because it is done under t forms of law and is called
“taration.’ This is not legislation; it is a decree under legislative
forms.” (20 Wall., 664, in Asso. v. Topeka.)
New Zealand pursues the policy
BETTER REDUCE WANT THAN INCREASE WEALTH

and imposes a 10 per cent inheritance tax on estates of one
hundred thousand and more, and imposes also an income tax.

New Zealand does not hesitate to protect her working units
from excessive house rent, providing conerete houses at a low
rate of interest.

I am not unaware of the fact that this latter suggestion will
furnish oceasion to the clamorous advocates of special privileges
to burst into a chorus of denunciation against New Zealand,
that this is socialism. It is true that it is socialistic. But no
wise policy should be condemned by a mere epithet “ socialism,”
for our postoffice system and common-school system, and
municipal waterworks, sewers and streets system are “ sdocial-
istic,” New Zealand believes that the land upon which the New
Zealanders live and move and have their being ought not
to be monopolized by the very rich, nor used by them through
the acquirement of titles to dictate terms upon which the New
Zealanders shall be allowed to live.

The New Zealanders must be a very foolish people. They
actually believe that the land upon which they live should be
controlled in the interest of the living generation of men who
cultivate it and make it beautiful. I understand that this fool-
ish doctrine is contrary to the fundamental canons of monopoly.

It violates the fundamental law of continental Europe and
of Great Britain., It would overthrow the idea of the good
old days of Willlam the Conqueror when he took charge of
Britain and parceled the lands among his warlike leaders.

These titles have thence come down in the good old way,
and the dukes and princes of England, and of Germany, of
Austria, and of Russia still hold the titles and in measure still
impose their will upon the inhabitants thereof. It is also true
that this special class of landed nobles, who exercised monopoly
of the land, having finally learned that they could only eat so
much and only wear g0 much and only occupy a given number
of palaces, were obliged to throw out the younger brothers of
each succeeding family, and, human selfishness having become
satiated in princely and luxurious living, have turned them-
selves to some extent to the service of their fellow-men. But
they have had the wisdom and been compelled to limit the ex-
tortion which their legal rights made possible. ;

Indeed, they had a great example in France, which was sery-
iceable in teaching them not to go too far. It was this monop-
oly of land—the Senator from New York [Mr. Depew] to the
contrary notwithstanding—which caused the French revolution,
sending the land monopolists to the guillotine, and resulted in
the minute subdivision of the lands of France among those who
tilled the soil and made it productive.

Mr. President, one might be misunderstood in discussing the
greed of modern times. I do not blame an individual for ex-
hibiting the natural tendency of human life. I do not blame a
man for becoming greedy for wealth and power; all of us have
these impulses; but I do blame the laws which persist in shel-
tering him at the expense of those who are entitled to protection
in the constitutional right to life, liberty, and the pursuif of
happiness.

I wish to call attentlon to what is the effect of monopoly.
Monopoly is worse in Europe than in our country because under
the rule in Europe the land was monopolized in the first place
by imperial power, and the control of the land was handed down
to dukes, princes, and various others, and those people who come
to our shores and are willing to submit to any kind of treatment
do so because they come from conditions of monopoly more
severe than those which we have in our own country,
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It was the monopoly of land which led to the French revolu-
tion, notwithstanding the comments of the Senator from New
York, who attributed it to other reasons, Thomas Jefferson,
when minister to France in 1785, pointed out the terrific effect
of land monopoly in that Empire. He said:

The property of France is absolutely concentrated in a very few
hands, gav?eng revenunes of from half a million of guineas a year down-
ward. These employ the flower of the country as servants, some of
them having as many as 200 domestics, not laboring. They employ also
a great number of manufacturers and tradesmen, and, lastly, the class
of laboring husbandmen. But, after all, there comes the most numerous
of all the classes; that is, the poor, who can not find work. I asked
myself what could be the reason that so many should be permitted to
beg who are willing to work in a country where there is a very con-
siderable proportion of uncultivated lands? Those lands are undis-
tributed only for the sake of game. It should seem, then, that it must
be because of the enormous wealth of the proprietors, which Places them
above attention to the increase of their revenues by permitting these
lands to be labored.

I have always felt sorry for the French nobility, for the so-
called “ flower of France,” and have wondered why it was they
were incapable of realizing the fatal danger which their greed,
their extravagance, and their frivolity engendered. They played
with a powder magazine of human passion which finally ex-
ploded.

Our laws should protect the people in the peaceful enjoyment
of life, liberty, the pursuit of happiness, and of the fruits of
their own industry. If the laws fail, there will be built up in
this country a powder magazine of human passion that may
some day explode with fatal consequences.

A safety valve has been furnished, for possible danger to the land
monopolist and other thence engendered monopolists of conti-
nental Europe, by modern transportation, which has permitted
their great surplus of population to go to other parts of the world
and build up homes by their peaceful labor, where they would
not be subject to princes or potentates or to tyranny in any form,
whether governmental, religious, or plutocratic; and our fore-
fathers came to this land to free themselves from this tyranny
and to establish a government whose fundamental doctrine was
that the precious privileges of life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness were inalienable. That is to say, Mr. President, the
individual could not deprive himself of them if he would; that
he had no right to deprive himself of these things.

It has remained for the representatives of the people in Con-
gress to permit the dangers of monopoly to grow up by special
privileges granted by statute, by building up a monopoly breed-
ing tariff, by which foreign competition has been cut off and
home competition controlled and commercial mastery of our
people established by the organization of trusts, by secret
agreements, and by gigantic. mergers, which embraced in one
corporate body every competitor.

Mr. President, there is no evil to a free people more dangerous
in every way than financial and commercial monopoly.

When a monopoly is organized strong enough to dictate the
prices of the product of labor, or to dictate the prices of the
necessaries of life to the laborer and the entire people, there has
also been established a commercial master on the one gide and a
commercial slavery on the other. The Standard Oil Company,
. which fixes the price of erude oil to the producer and fixes the
price of kerosene and gasoline io the consumer, regardless of
values either to one or the other, exercises a commercial mas-
tery that differs in degree, but does not differ in kind, with the
mastery which Pharaoh exercised over the Egyptians when he
established a monopoly in corn in Egypt.

Mr, President, under the advice of Joseph, Pharaoh and his
captains stored all the surplus corn of Egypt during seven years
of plenty. They exercised their legal rights. During the seven
years of drought which followed they had the richest monopoly
recorded in history.

The price of corn went up; the price of corn went sky-high
under this monopoly of the home market. The Holy Bible ad-
vises us that, in exchange for enough of this monopolized
product—

Joseph gathered
of Egypt‘ and in
bought. »oe

And when money failed in the land of Egygt, and In the land of
Canaan, all the Egyptians came unto Jose and said, * Give us
bread, for why should we die in thy presence!?! for the money falleth."”

And Joseph said, * Give your cattle; and I will give you for your
s i B m!?l?gu llEltll't'heir cattle unto Joseph, and Joseph gave th
br:arad ilt;hl eeichang% for horses, and for the ﬂ::u:ks, and gor the cntﬁ:
of the herds, and for the asses.

And the Egyptians then gave up to this triumphant monop-
oly all of their land in exchange for corn for bread.

And Joseph bought all the land of Egyg. for Pharach, for the
Egyptians sold every man his field because the famine prevailed over
them, so the land became raoh’s, -

ug all the money that was found in the land
the land of Canaan, for the corn which they

Then Joseph said unto the ple, “ Behold I have bought you this
» And your land for Pharaoh : lo, here Is seed for you, ahd ye shall
sow the land.

“And it shall come to pass in the increase, that ye shall give the
fifth part unto Pharaoh, and four parts shall be your own, for seed
of the field, and for your food, and for them of your households, and
for food for your little ones.”

Mr. President, we probably in this day of greater liberty and
greater enlightenment would rise in revolution against the dicta-
tion of Pharaoh in this form, but the practice upon which
Pharaoh acted, the principle upon which he established a mo-
nopoly in a necessary of life by the exercise of his legal rights
and thereby acquired, by mastery of prices, all of the property
of the Egyptians and made them his commercial servants and
slaves, are in full play in this Republic under the operation of
a thousand varieties of monopolies, dictating prices upon all
of the necessaries of life and gradually absorbing—I may say,
Mr. President, rapidly absorbing—all of the property of this
Republic.

Pharaoh and his captains gave the Egyptians four-fifths of
what they produced. The present masters of monopoly do not
give to labor so large a part of what it produces. I have dem-
onstrated by Exhibit 1 the wages paid as compared to the
value of the gross product, and have demonstrated by those
tables that taking the raw materials at the factory and calcu-
lating the additional value created directly by labor, it does not
receive one-half of the value it actually creates, much less
four-fifths, which was the rule established by Pharaoh.

Mr. President, it may seem austere to recall the monopoly of
Pharaoh, but I think it very important that the Senate of the
United States should consider and feel itself more actively re-
sponsible for the development and care of the interest of the
productive masses of the Republic. I have no desire to hold
the leaders of the Republican party responsible for the drift of
modern times. I shall be content to see them exert themselves
to retain its good features and resirain its bad features.

I am willing to exculpate them. I will be very glad to see
them take advantage of a great opportunity to make themselves
permanently the representatives of the people if they will only
give those things to the people which they are in honor bound to
give to enable them to enjoy life, liberty, the pursuit of happi-
nesg, and the fruits of their own industry, which are now filched
from them by prices 50 per cent higher than the prices of the
world.

WHO IS GETTING ALL THE NET PRODUCTS OF LABOR IN THIS COUNTRY?

Mr. President, it is perfectly obvious to thoughtful men that
the tremendous accumulation of wealth in a few hands is lead-
ing to the rapid monopolization of every natural opportunity.
Nearly all of our national transportation is so controlled. There
is obvious control by monopoly of telegraph, telephone, the ex-
press, of lumber, of building material, of coal, of cotton manu-
factures and woolen manufactures, of farm machinery, of oil,
of iron, of steel and their products; and on the other hand we
have a rather pitiful condition of extreme poverty exhibiting
itself in all of our great cities, side by side with this enormous
concentration of wealth.

Mr. President, I believe we have the best people in the world;
that even our masters of monopoly have shown a greater meas-
ure of liberality in their gigantic benefactions to the people
from whom their fortunes have been drawn than any men in
the history of the world. I rejoice in their benevolence. I
know that they are neither hard-hearted nor lacking in gener-
ous impulse; they have simply been following the rules of busi-
ness established by a rigorous commercial age, where “divi-
dends ” were emblazoned on every battle flag and * success "—
“ finaneial success "—was the only standard. It is no wonder
that the weak and the poor and the inarticulate mass have
been forgotten in the fierce contest for wealth and power.

We have a wonderful country and a great and magnificent
people. We have a great mass of the middle classes of people,
who are not in penury, have neither riches nor poverty, but
comprise the bulwark of this Republie, whose patriotism, whose
wisdom, whose penetrating intelligence can be perfectly relied
upon; and the petty larceny of the two millions of our revenue
by the sugar trust, to which they pleaded guilty in New York
within the last few days, being but a trivial circumstance be-
side the universal plundering of the national pocketbook by
the wholesale fraudulent prices fixed by the monopolies of this
country, our great middle class, conservative and sound, will
goon correct these evils at the ballot box.

I am deeply disappointed that the party in power has appar-
ently lost its opportunity to serve the people by removing the
tariff wall sheltering monopoly and by lowering prices in the
United States.
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MONOPOLY HAS SUBJECTED LABOR TO IRREGULAR EMPLOYMENT,

The panic of 1907 was caused by monopoly and by the danger-
ous plutocracy our system has erected in the United States,
as I fully set forth on February 25, 1908. This panic threw
out of employment millions of men, two millions of whom are
out of employment now, aeccording to the recent report of
Samuel Gompers, president of the American Federation of
Labor, from whose report I guote:

Permit me to call attention to this: At the beginning of December,
1908, I sent out a eircular letter to the executive officers of a number
of international trade unions of Ameriea and got from them a report
s to the state of employment and unemployment, and from the reports
hich were made to me within fifteen or twenty days I culled the fol-
lo“’i‘lt?g llﬁug:m!ﬂu?n: during th bout 5O t of
e bhlacksmiths re e t year about cent

t‘hektrado unemployecr;m?hm employesuiva{nging about tﬁ days a

week. .
Boiler makers and iron-ship builders, 30 cent unemployed.
Boot and shoe workers, 25 per cent uue:g;rtoyed. »
Bridge and structural-iron workers, 25 per cent unemployed.
Carpenters and jolners, 40 per cent unemployed.
Wood carvers, 3 r cent unemployed.
Cement workers, 50 per cent unemployed.
Cigar makers, 10 per cent unemployed.
Commercial telegraphers, 15 per cent unetl:;loyad.

Coopers, 15 per cent unemployed ; two-th of th 1 rk-
tn%hapff tlme.pe i o S Anliasd me
levator constructors, 40 per cent unemployed

Steam and hot-water fitters, emp}:rmnt in the West fair; in the
a

East fully 40 per cent unemployed working about ome hundrqd and
al%g days a year,
ight handlers, about 30 per eent unemployed.

Glass-bottle blowers, about r cent unemployed. On account of
conditions of the trade, no work is performed during July or August.

Window-glass blowers, 20 per cent unemployed,

Granite cutters, about 15 per cent unemployed.

rs, Imen warklnF about three-fourths t{me

rriers and bullding laborers, 60 per cent unemployed.
Hotel and restaurant employees, 30 per cent unemployed.
Machinists, 20 per cent unemployed.
Rallway maintenance-of-way employees, 25 per cent umemployed.
Butcher workmen, 40 per cent unemployed.
Coal miners, work about two hun days during the year.
Painters and decorators, 70 per cent unemployed.
Pattern makers, 30 per cent unemp
Pavers and rammer men, 25 per cent unemployed.

Prin pressmen, 22nRer cent unemployed.
Ship ts, jolners, calkers, 50 per cent unemployed. v
Tile layers, “ state of employment very poor.” i

Tin-plate workers, 40 per cent unemployed.

Tobaceo workers, wol % on two-th time. .

Iron molders, 70 cent unemployed.

1 am sure it is not an enﬁtam jon to say that there are now in our
country, and have been with little

variation since October, 1907, nearly
2,000, of wage-earners unemplo;

Secretary StTrAvs. Do you mean that that before that period those
2,000,000 were employed

%"" Gt:r: S - dokgr't.h t al loyed?

ecre TRAUS. ere not always some unemp.

Mr. GOoMPERS. In some trades, some cal , and seasons, :
but up to October, 1507, and for a few years just prior thereto, it was
a practical fact that any man who could work could find work to do. I

‘er to the condition now of the men who want to work and who can
find no work to do.

1t is probably one of the greatest tributes that can be pald to all our

le—and I think in a great measure that credit belongs to the organ-
Peo workers, organized labor—that during that whole period of nearl
hteen months, and tweo winters, with so vast a number of unmployu{
life and progariy have been secure and public order has been main-
tained ; and I know of no force in all our eountry so potent as a con-
gervator of the publle peace as the mnch-a and maligned labor
organizations. In this morning's r&m we read of a demonstration
of the unemployed in Berlin yeste: where the sabers of the soldiery
were drawn to disperse hungry crowds. It is set forth in the ecable-
ms that the unemployed there proposed soclalistic remedies for re-
ﬁ?f. I do not know of what those re or propositions for relief
consisted. I take it that any proposition coming from the poor crowd
of fellows who want work or lef would be regarded as extrem
But the American workmen ask for no relief that can at a

radical.
be construed as socialistic. The rellef which we ask for the men
and women of our country who have been walking the streets in idle-

ness for elghteen months we ask upon high patriotie, practical, and
humane grounds, and for good ecomomic reasons. I know, of course,
that we are often met, when these matters are presented, with the state-
ment that they are paternalistic, and that our form of government does
not admit of the Government undertaking projects that wonld smack
of pater Yet in the great calamity whieh overtook the people
of Ff’al quite recently the Government of our country generously and
promptly appropriated $800,000 as the direct gift of the American
people as & whole—this in addition to the many generous contributions
of our people in their individual capacity. No word of adverse eriticism
has been indulged in. On the contrary, the arlaropmtlon of this vast
sum of money was looked upon as a duty which in common humanity
the people of our countyy owed to a siricken people. It iz only re-
ferred to to illustrate the thought that the lingering hunger and misery
due to the unemployment of our people, bmlﬁlétt about by forces en-
tirely beyond their eontrol, should recelve consideration at the hands of
our government, both national and state.

THE MONOPOLY PROHIBITIVE TARIFF HAS EXPOSED AMERICAN LABOR TO
TYRANNY.

Mr. President, the monopolies established under the prohibi-
tive tariff have almost entirely destroyed the organizations of
labor among their employees and have driven out in large meas-
ure the liberty-loving Americans and have introduced in their
place foreigners who know but little of liberty—Slovaks, Bul-
garians, Hungarians, Poles, Greeks, Italians.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

The American workman has been subjected to foreign pauper
competition; he has been refused the right to organize for his
own protection.

He has been denied his political liberty.
hife has been compelled to march in political parades against

will,

He has been compelled to vote against his conscience under
the threat of being discharged or denied the opportunity of
working for his living.

THE DEFENSE OF THESB SCHEDULES UNSOUND.

Mr, President, the chairman of the Committee on Finance, on
June 4, made the only defense which has been offered of these
high schedules, and in discussing the matter he said:
Lé:ﬂgmn.l, it may be stated that the wages of textile operatives in

ca are double those of England, France, and Germany. A very
exhaustive ingun has recently been made into the subject of wages b,
the British Board of Tra which shows that in Germany the wn&m o

weavers run from 16s. 6d. to 19s. 6d., or from $4.12 to $4.87 per

ce the wages run from 16s. 10d. to 19s. or from

.79 per week ; that in Great Britain the wages run m 16s.
4s, 11d., or from $4 to $6.22 per week.
For the United States the Bureau of Labor, in Bulletin No. 77, July,
008, shows that the average wages of all cotton weavers for the year
1907 was.$9.74. In addi Ig:hl may state that in many of the fine
yarn mills of New land ng high-priced fancy fabrics the weavers
earn from $11 to §13 per week. )

Many of the fabrics that will be dutiable under these provisions are
valued at a dollar a pound. The cost of the cotton is 20 cents a pound
at the outside, leaving 80 cents a pound for cost of labor in varlous
forms in this country. Suppose that that labor costs twice as much
in the cotton-manufacturing States of the United States as it does in
our competing countries abroad, it is easy to see by a mathematical cal-
culation that 50 per cent ad valorem, to say mothing about 45 per cent,
will not equalize the conditions on these various high-priced goods be-
tween our own and competing countries.

If this was an original pro tion, and we were to submit to the Sen-.
ate rates which were protective and adequate, in view of the difference
in the cost of production, we could not make them any lower than those
fixed in these specific rates which we have asked the Senate to adopt.

The chairman takes the wages of the cotton weavers of Ger-
many, France, and Great Britain for 1905, reported by the
British Board of Trade to Parliament, just after the panie,
and compares these wages with the weavers in the TUnited
States for 1907, and withholds the statement made in the
report from which he quotes that the wages of ribbon weavers
at St. Etienne, France, was twice as great in 1906 as in 1905
and 50 per cent higher in 1907 than in 1905.

The chairman does not point out that the spinners, both
male and female, in the United States, by these same tables,
were paid less wages in the cotton industry in the United
States than they were in Germany or France. The male
spinners received $4.12 a week in the United States, $5.91 in
France, and $6.57 in Germany, and the spinners in the woolen
industries were paid $6.52 in the United States, $6.22 to $6.81
in France, and $7.20 to $7.79 in Germany. The foreign weavers
were paid less tham our weavers and the foreign spinners
were paid more than our spinners, and the ehairman of the
Committee on Finance withholds this important fact.

It is impossible to follow a leadership that is either careless
or inaccurate in making statements for the guidance of the
Senate. The chairman has withbeld information from this
body, and the quotations he offers, being a partial truth, are
wholly untrustworthy and misleading.

Mr. President, this is the only defense that has been made,
and in effect it amounts to this, that a pound of fabric of cotton
costs 20 cents a pound for the cotton and 80 cents a pound for
the cost of labor.

The chairman proves too much; he leaves nothing for capital.
The statement is obviously false. He leaves nothing for capital,
for the enormous dividends paid by the cotton mills of his State.

He is flatly contradicted by the census, which shows that the
total labor cost in the entire textile industry is 19.5 per cent of
the gross value of the product.

He is flatly contradicted in his contention by the census re-
poris as to every schedule.

He is flatly contradicted by Carroll D. Wright’s report on rela-
tive labor cost in 446 individaul cases.

The aggregate value of the products of cotton mills for 1900
was $332,806,156 (vol. 10, Table 14). The materials used cost
$116,108,879 (Table 13), and the total wages (Table 9) amounted
to $86,680,752, and for cotton small wares amounted to $63,194.

Total cost i332, 806, 156
Material cost _ $116, 108, 879
Total wages $86, 689, 752
Per cent of labor to gross product Al 26
Average per cent of tariff rate fixed by the Senate bill__ 47. 14

Approximately twice as much as the total wages paid the
American workmen, thus sheltering the manufacturer in me-
nopoly by excluding foreign goods.

The chairman of the Committee on Finance, in the face of
these census reports, rises in his place as an expert and tells
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this Senate that the labor cost of these manufactures is 80
per cent, when the truth is 26 per cent, and he justifies the cot-
ton schedules upon this gross and indefensible error.

Granting that foreign goods have no labor cost whatever,
26 per cent is the maximum schedule to protect the American
workmen; 26 per cent is the maximum average rate required
if the Republican platform is to be carried out of providing the
difference in the cost of production at home and abroad.

If the labor cost abroad is one-half the labor cost in the
United States, the rate required to prevent the foreign manu-
facturer from having the advantage in cheaper labor would be
26 per cent, the American cost, less 13 per cent, the European
cost, or a net rate of 13 per cent. :

The difference in the labor cost at home and abroad would
theixgtarore be 13 per cent and not 47 per cent, as the schedule is
written.

Mr. President, the gross error, to use the mildest terms possi-
ble, of the Committee on Finance and the advocates of a pro-

hibitive tariff runs in like manner through other schedules,
the proof of which I submit. Taking the table of the com-
mittee itself in print No. 3 of April 12, 1909, page 68, I place
side by side with the proposed ad valorem rate the total per-
centage of labor cost to the value of the product, the proof of
which will be found in Exhibit 1, taken from the census re-
ports, and in the volumes on manufactures, of census, 1900,
and is verified by the figures of the Committee on Finance giv-
ing wages and the value of products in columns 8 and 9.

I ask attention to the recapitulation compiled by the Commit-
tee on Finance April 12, 1909, and ask permission to print that
table with an interlineation which I have placed in it showing,
from the figures submitted by the chairman of the Committee
on Finance in that table, what is the percentage of wages. to
value of product as shown in 1904.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Oklahoma? The Chair hears none,

The matter referred to is as follows:

Estimated revenues.
RECAPITULATION.
[Compiled by Committee on Finance, April 12, 1909. The ad valorems are based on the dutiable values.]
Equivalent |' 1%, |Oensus of e
e quival . nsus of manufactures, 1905
Revenue under ad valorems. | Census calendar year 1&. m‘:'?za
10004 labor
l:oathf:
v
Value of mer- Per- I:Jf
Schedules. chandise (duti- centage prod-
able and free). J %to chue l:é pgjoﬂ- ucts by
Present law | Proposed bill | Pres- | Pro- | #b%T uets, Including | wages
cost to Wages. custom work | and
(act of 1897). | (H. R. 1438). ent. | posed. v:]‘?e and repairing. | vatae,
as
prod- shown,
uet. 1904
Per ct.| Per ct.
A—Qhemicals, oils, and paint $42,067,640.85 | $11,187,405.60 | $11,754,112.86 | 27.62 | 28.20 8 244,258,256 C§572,848,476 7.5
B—Earths, earthenware, and glassware__.______. 81,306,008,97 | 15,850,019.67 | 15,247,487.70 | 49.08 | 48.70 87.1 154,652,719 420,044, (49 86.7
(C—Metals, and manufactures of. oo 68,016,820.55 | 21,812,195.72 | 21,523,669.22 | 82.44 | 31.65 18T 652,100,633 8,180,253,195 90,8
D—Wood, and manufacturesof_____________ 24,493,810.90 8,705,024.84 2,723,058.08 | 15.12 | 11.21 378,461,021 1,393,480 078 27.1
E—S8ugar, molasses, and manufactures of. 92,784,081.60 | 60,338,523.81 | 50,635,940.5¢ | 65.08 | 65.30 23,528,189 413,333 428 5.8
F—Tobacco, and manufactures of_.________ 20,059,081,79 | 26,125,087.41 | 28,113,185.20 | 87.20 | 87.18 | 18.9 62,640,308 831,117,681 18,9
G—Agricultural products and provisions..._._. 63.925.575.80 | 19,181,015.96 | 20,594,283.57 | 20.16 | 32.28 5.7 | 100,839,004 | 2,104,833.894 4.5
H—S8pirits, wines, and other beverages_.________|  23,083,420.03 | 16,318,120.14 | 20,518,168.77 | 70.69 | 83,80 8.9 43,024,676 474,487,870 9.2
I—CQotton manufact 81,860,814.07 | 14,291,026.65 | 15,023,742.16 | 44.84 | 47.14 26.0 217,955,822 1,014,004,237 91.4
J—Flax, hemp, and jute, and manufactures of_.| 114,172,202.04 | 49,000,680.81 | 50,358,163.25 | 43.67 | 44.07 13.3 27,293,574 185,004,002 14.6
K—Wool, and manufactures of o _____| 62,818,797.81 | 36,554,815.80 | 86,554,815.80 | 58.10 | 58.19 19.7 135,069,063 767,210,990 17.6
1—S8ilks and silk good: 24,816,830.20 | 20,313,706.39 | 23,581,006.60 | 52.83 | 60.76 22.6 26,767,043 133,288,072 20.0
M—Pulp papers and books 20,005,025.62 | 4,186,020.42 | 4,042,076.14 | 20.67 | 21.88 | 16.2 | 123,903,633 548,057,239 22.5
N—Sundries. e 135,821,484.06 | 29,806,513.40 | 81,307,608.27 | 22.50 | 23.06 | 19.9 | 9340,508,182 | 1,054,998, 18.3
Total from customs. 779,140,621 .87 | 329,110,014.80 | 838,973,808.34 2,331,988,518 | #13,534,180,748 o deaisal
Net increase. ot e . 9,862,388.95 | I
tal luxuries, articles of voluntary use, duti-
g Sl e v e e 980, 411,004.28 | 140,837,986.47 | 160,454,108.74 | 52.48 | 55.47 |.
Total ies, dutiable. 480,728, 717.50 | 179,273,627.92 | 178,519,199.60 | 86.77 | 36.60 |
Total entries for consumption, dutiable and free_| 1,415,402,284.78 838,045,001.07 s I
Total necessaries, dutiable and free____________ --| 1,125,990, 380.50 178,519,199, 60 15.85 l i _______

@ Industries grouped to conform as nearly as

f(r}r eacil grog? is thle sum of t:lr Y orX

one indus sery! As ma or another,

2 'Shmﬁd be gﬁs:me.na; addition erroneous.
¢ 8hould be $767,401,417 ; addition erroneous.

4 Should be
¢ Should be

» Percentage of wages to value of product calculated and inserted by R. L. Owex.

BCHEDULE A—CHEMICALS, ETC.

Mr. OWEN. This table shows that the percentage of labor to
the value of the product in Schedule A, for example, by the very
figures given by the Finance Committee itself, is only 7.5 per
cent, while the proposed schedule is 28 per cent—four times as
high as the entire labor cost involved in the product.

SCHEDULE B—GLASSWARE, ETC. 4 :

In like manner in Schedule B the total labor cost is 36 per
cent. The total labor cost in Europe, if it were half as much,
would leave the net difference in labor cost only 18 per cent,
while the proposed tariff is 48 per cent for Schedule B.

SCHEDULE C—METALS, ETC.

In like manner Schedule C exhibits a total labor cost of 20
per cent. The difference in this labor cost and the European
labor cost, accepting the statement of the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Finance that the labor cost in Europe is only half as
much, would be 10 per cent, and the difference in labor cost for
which the protection might be required would not exceed 10

~per cent, but the proposed rate is 31 per cent—three times as
. high as it ought to be for protective purposes,

ossible with the articles enumerated in the respective schedules of the tariff law.
tries with products named in two or more acheduq are credited to the schedule which inel
Ihﬁroducts of all industries in the group, and hence includes

Indus-
udes the major product. The value of products
2 large amount of duplication due to the product

273,959,320 (see page 67). f Should be $2,277,838,543.
i1,495,386.437 (see page 67). # Should be $13,270,192,088,

SCHEDULE D—WOOD, ETC.

In Schedule D the total labor cost is 27 per cent, and the
difference in labor cost in this country and abroad would be
131 per cent, not counting freight, which would be as much more
in favor of this heavy material; and here the proposed rate is
11 per cent, and this schedule ought to be absolutely free in
order to protect our forest and conserve our natural resources
otherwise, as well as supply our people with cheap building ma-
terial and our publishers with cheap paper.

SCHEDULE E—SUGAR, FETC.

In Schedule B, sugar, and so forth, the labor cost is 5.6 per
cent; the difference in labor cost would be less than 3 per cent,
which would be more than offset by freight, and here the pro-
posed duty is 65 per cent, giving a complete monopoly to the
sugar trust, which takes nearly all the profit, leaving a small
fraction of the profit to the sugar planter. 5

SECHEDULE ¥F—TOBACCO, ETC.

The total percentage of labor cost in tobacco manufactures is
18.9 per cent. The difference in this country and abroad, tak-
ing the word of the chairman of the Commiitee on Finance,
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would be approximately 93 per cent; the ad valorem rate of the
Senate bill is 87 per cent.
SCHEDULE G—AGRICULTURAL, ETC.

Here the labor cost is 4.5 per cent; the difference in labor
cost could not possibly equal the freight, and these products
might as well be free, with some very minor exceptions, even
from a standpoint of absolute protection.

But instead of corresponding with the rate required to pro-
tect, the rate is put at 32 per cent, which is perfectly silly, and
should not deceive the most stupid man that ever plowed a fur-
row. For example, the tariff on corn is 15 cents a bushel (par.
227), and the total amount imported in 1907 was 9,000 bushels,
and the amount raised was 2,595,320,000 bushels.

And the farmers of the country are flattered with 15 cents a
bushel tax {o keep the pauper labor of Europe from running
them out of their cornfields, The American farmer who does
not see the hypocrisy of this schedule and the profound con-
tempt which it exhibits for his intelligence is assuredly in-
capable of reason.

SCHEDULE I—COTTON MANUFACTURES.

The labor cost in cotton manufactures, according to the fig-
ures of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, is 21.4 per
cent. The difference in the labor cost in the United States and
abroad would be between 10 and 11 per cent. The schedule is
put at 47 per cent.

BCHEDULE J—FLAX, ETC.

In like manner the difference in the cost of labor in the pro-
duction of flax, hemp, and jute goods is T per cent. The sched-
ule is 44 per cent.

o 4 ECHEDULE E—WOOL, ETC.

The difference in the cost of production measured by labor in
this country and abroad is about 8 per cent. The tariff is 58
per cent.

BECHEDULE L—SILK, ETC.

Silk and silk goods: The difference in labor cost of produc-
tion is 10 per cent, but the proposed tariff is 60 per cent, so as
to insure a monopoly.

SCIEDULE M—PAPER, ETC.

Pulp, paper, and books: In this schedule the difference in the
labor cost of production at home and abroad is between 11 and
12 per cent. The tariff schedule is 21 per cent.

SCHEDULE N—SUNDRIES.

And, finally, in sundries the difference of labor cost in this
country and abroad is 9 per cent, while the Committee on
Finance imposed an equivalent ad valorem of 23 per cent.

I challenge the chairman of the Committee on Finance to
answer this exhibit, and invite him to use all of his experts,
and to put on the pages of the CoNGRESSIONAL REcorp his an-
swer, where it may be critically examined by the scholars of the
country.

I charge him before the country and before the eyes of civil-
ized mankind with writing these schedules, under the pretense
of protecting the American workingman, far above the total
cost of the labor in the gross product, which would not be justi-
fied even if the percentage of labor cost in similar articles
abroad was absolutely nothing. But granted that the labor
cost abroad is one-half what it is in the United States, I put in
this table the maximum average rate, thus measuring the differ-
ence in the cost of production at home and abroad, and call the
attention of the country to it.

The defense of these monopoly protecting schedules has been
as remarkable as the schedules themselves. To my inquiry as
to why the rates were not adjusted to the difference in the cost
of production at home and abroad, the first defense was that
of the Senator from New Hampshire, that the inquiry as to
what was the difference in the cost of production at home and
abroad was absurd.

Mr. President, I have demonstrated that the answer of the
Senator from New Hampshire is itself absurd, if it were offered
in perfect good faith, as I am sure it was.

The next answer would appear to come from the Senator from
Massachusetts, who, having explained a question I did not ask,
saw fit to suggest he could not give the Senator from Oklahoma
the understanding with which to comprehend, and when I sue-
ceeded in enabling him to understand my guestion he confessed
that he was not prepared to answer it.

The Senator from Rhode Island, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Finance, whose genuine good temper at least I always
admire, suggested as a proper answer to my inquiry that I was
-*“new to the Senate,” a polite way of suggesting a lack of learn-
ing and understanding which is commonly practiced by the
managers of the committee on committees when they can not
answer intelligently an embarrassing question.,

The Senator from Montana, another one of the able de-
fendants of this totally indefensible bill, with its monopoly-pro-
tecting schedules, thought it a sufficient answer to suggest that
the Senator from Oklahoma could not expect to be furnished
with intelligence.

Mr, President, I invite the defenders of this bill to put upon
the face of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD an answer to these tables
which I have submitted, showing the relative labor cost of our
manufactures and the gross disparity of the schedules they
submit in comparison with the lower rates which would prop-
erly measure the difference in the cost of production at home
and abroad.

The proponents of these schedules, in my opinion, can not an- -
swer my objections without putting themselves to utter confu-
sion, if they answer in a spirit of perfect moral and intellectual
integrity and frankness, because it contains a multitude of items
which are practically prohibitive, which produce no revenue
worth mentioning, and has resulted necessarily in the exclusion
of foreign competition, followed by combinations in restraint of
trade and the establishment of monopoly prices—charging the
people too much for what they buy from monopoly and paying
them too little for what they sell to monopoly. This is why the
Republican organization pledged itself to revise the tariff and
made the people believe it would be a downward revision.

I give a table of examples of these prohibitive duties, to-
gether with the paragraph of the bill, duty, the revenue, and
the table from which the information is drawn.

These are but a few of the items which might be multiplied
indefinitely.

ExHIBIT 14,

It should be remembered that in products of wholesale inter-
national use our imports may be prevented by a small tax where
it makes the imports unprofitable, so that the prohibitive rates
which average just high enough to prevent competition, as shown
by the table below, serve as a great check to international
commerce and lower the amount of revenue which we ought
to receive under a system of liberal imports and exports,

The trivial reductions claimed to have been made by the
Senate bill as amended are of no consequence, because the
rates lowered were so far above the prohibitive point that lower-
ing the rates leaves them still prohibitive and reminds me of
the guotation of my colleague from Macbeth:

Then be these juggling flends no more believed,
Who Ealter with us in a double sense,

Who keep the word of promise to our ear,

And break it to our hope.

TAXING RAW MATERIALS INJURIOUS TO AMERICAN MANUFACTURERS AND
NATIONAL COMMERCE.

Mr. President, when we tax by the tariff the materials needed
by our manufacturers, whether such materials are raw mate-
rials or partly in the process of manufacture, we put our
American manufacturers at a serious disadvantage in competing
with foreign manufacturers in the markets of the United States
ind obstruct our own commercial expansion.

Foreign countries provide their manufacturers in large de-
gree with free raw material, and therefore with cheaper mate-
rials needed for manufacture. Foreign manufacturers have,
therefore, this advantage over our manufacturers in competing
for the markets. Taxing raw materials used by our manufac-
turers will, for this reason, limit our foreign exports of manu-
factured goods. This means limiting the production of Ameri-
can factories. This means restricting the number of our work-
men, lessening the demand for their labor, lowering their
wages; and, what is more, means also a smaller output and a
consequent greater cost to the consumer (over and above the
increased cost imposed by higher raw materials), for the reason
that the greater the output the more economic the production.

Cheaper material means a greater foreign market for Amer-
ican productions; it means increased demand for American
labor; it means higher wages for American labor; and it means
cheaper prices for American consumers, always believing, as I
believe, that the artificial prices now fixed by monopoly will be
in due season abated.

American manufacturers are at a further disadvantage be-
cause they sell to foreigners the goods needed in more advanced
manufactures cheaper than they do to each other within our
own borders. Because of this, millions of capital created by
American labor is going abroad to get the advantage of these
cheaper prices and to employ, not American workmen, but for-
eign workmen. (See North's report.)

ANY OBSTRUCTION TO COMMERCH LIMITS THE OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE
LEGITIMATE EMPLOYMENT OF BOTH CAPITAL AND LABOR,

Mr. President, it is perfectly obvious, that having provided
a tariff high enough to equal “the difference in the cost of
production at home and abroad,” so as to put our manufacturers
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on a perfect level with the manufacturers of foreign lands in
the cost of production, that any further tax upon our imports or
our exports, or upon their imports or exports is merely a bar-
rier to a free interchange of commerce, limiting both our com-
merce and their commerce.

There is a very important factor in commerce separate and
apart from the question of equality of cost. We import woolen
goods, cotton goods, silk goods, and we export goods of the
same material to the very countries from which we import such
goods. The factor entering into this proposition is not one of
cold economy alone, for it obviously would be more economiecal
to buy our woolen goods in our own country and save the dif-
ference of freight and the same thing would be true for the
Europeans—that it would be better for them to keep their goods
at home from a standpoint purely of economy.

But the question of economy is not the only factor controlling
or guiding exports and imports, It is a question of taste and
of personal fancy that causes Americans to buy French, Scotch,
or English goods, and which causes the Scotch, English, and
French to buy American goods. We enlarge their markets by
buying their stuff, They enlarge our markets by buying our
stuff. We increase the demand for their labor; they increase
ge demand for our labor; and we export no more than we import,

r the volume of our exports is determined by the volume of our
imports (using these terms to cover credits and expenditures).

VOLUME OF EXPORTS CONTREOLLED BY YOLUME OF IMPORTS.

This question can be reduced to a mathematical demonstra-
tion, properly interpreted. It is only necessary to take the
unit of the export or of the import to determine this question.
When the American exports $100,000 worth of goods in any
form, whether in cotton bales or in cotton cloth, he receives
from his foreign customer a hundred thousand dollars in money,
or credit, which he may convert at his will into cash or into
goods, and his export will be balanced with an import or its
merecantile equivalent in cash, in credit, or expenditure abroad,
or with work performed, as in carrying freights, and so forth.

A vast multitude of such transactions do not alter this sub-
stantial truth. It merely enlarges and emphasizes it, and it
may be taken as a sound commercial maxim that our exports
are balanced by our imports and our imports are balanced by
our exports, and when we obstruct our imports we obstruct our
exports, and thereby diminish the world’s demand for the goods
of our manufacturers; we thereby diminish the world’s demand
for the products of American labor; we thereby diminish the
demand for American labor; we thereby diminish the employ-
ment of American labor and lower the wages of American labor.

BALANCE OF TRADE.
[Giffen Essays in Finance, 161.]

Tables showing the balance of trade are apt to mislead men.
For example, our statistics will exhibit in one eolumn our im-
ports, in another column our exports, and the balance is called
the “ balance of trade.” If we have exports more than we have
imports in these tables the balance of trade is said to be in our
favor.

This conclusion of the balance being in our favor is unmiti-
gated nonsense. Whenever we ship goods from the United
States we get what our citizens regard as the eguivalent, in
cash, credits, or other property. ok oo

conclusion ever "
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The plain truth is our statistics, showing merely “ exports”
and “imports,” do not and can not take into aceount our
credits abroad or the credits of foreigners in the United States.

They do not and they can not take into account the payment by
the United States of exceeding $100,000,000 annually for ocean-
going freight and passengers carried exclusively in foreign bot-
toms. These tables can not take into account expenditures of
citizens of the United States abroad, which probably exceed
$100,000,000 per annum.

These tables do not take into account millions of dollars
shipped abroad by foreigners working in the United States,

These tables do not take into account numerous foreign in-
vestments made by citizens of the United States in foreign
lands and by forelgners in our land.

These tables do not take into account even the transfer of
great estates from the United States abroad by internationail
marriages.

The plain truth, which can not be disputed without stultifi-
cation, is this, that for every export we receive its equivalent
in cash or credit, and for every import we pay in cash or credit.

The available gold in the world, which is the basis of what we
call “cash,” is a comparatively small amount. The total gold
in the United States amounted to one thousand five hundred

and ninety-three millions December 31, 1906, (Statistical Ab-
stract of the United States, 1907, pp. 742.)-

The annual production of gold in the world amounted to four
hundred millions in 1906, Germany had over a thousand mil-
lions in gold, and France about a thousand millions in gold, and
the British Empire about a thousand millions in gold in 1906,
and all of the gold money on earth combined did not exceed
seven billions, :

No thoughtful man will pretend that we ean pursue a policy
by which our exports would be paid in gold and not paid in the
goods and credits and properties of foreign countries, It can
therefore be taken as true that our ewports are paid for by im-
ports, and that when we limit our imports we limit our exports
and our national commerce under a law as fized as the law of
gravitation. .

Mr. President, the Senator from New Hampshire made a
single defense with regard to these schedules which I desire
to answer, and it is the only defense, outside of that of the
chairman, so far as I have observed in the Recorp, that I re-
gard as meeting the matter in any degree, and that is the state-
ment, in effect, that by lowering these schedules we would in-
vite into this country the imports of other countries, which
would throw out of employment our own laborers.

This theory, Mr, President, is not sustained by the theory
of economic teaching which shows that inevitably exports are
always paid for by imports and imports are paid for by ex-
ports, If we examine into the individual transactions of which
the aggregate is composed, we will observe that when any
American ships abroad any export, whether it be cofton or
cotton goods of any kind, he is immediately paid in cash or
cash credits or its equivalent, and therefore there comes back
to the United States the immediate equivalent of that which
the American exports., That individual export is instantly
balanced. Since the whole must be composed of its several
parts, it follows that exports are paid for by imports and im-
ports are paid for by exports, and when we reduce the tariff
and invite into our country foreign exports in effect we stimu-
late American industries; we enlarge the productive power
of the American factory; we increase the demand for labor
and the employment of capital; and we put ourselves in the
attitude of shipping abroad more things than we now ship and
enlarging both our exports and imports in like volume. I think
the reason why our imports and our exports compare so un-
favorably with the other nations of the earth is largely because
we have followed the Chinese method of excluding, in large
measure, the products of other lands.

I wish to eall attention to our status as to imports and ex-
ports per capita.

COMPARISON OF THE COMMERCE OF THE UNITED STATES AND OTHER

COUNTRIES.

We plume ourselves on our fremendous commerce in exports
and imports when, in point of fact, our rank among other
nations of the world in the quantity of our foreign commerce per
capita is entirely discreditable to us. In the guantity of our
exports and imports we rank far inferior to every highly civi-
lized country in Hurope, as the following table will exhibit,
taken from the Statistical Abstract of the United States for
1907, page 738:

Imports and esports per capitae of countries, 1906,

Oountry. Imports. | Exports
United States 17.30 22.10
: _ 84.87 54.87
New Z%:ltr-ﬂ 70.28 85.70
Australia B3.77 79.70
Belgium 03.90 75.30
L e S s s Riae

B‘ﬂ. . .
e A3 21,25 29,50
Cuba 62.31 66.06
DENMALK - - -~ eeemmconcmomaocosaserssasn s n e s sn s n e g‘sg gf.}'?
Ge i 22.06 22.56
Notheriands. B | 0

L 3 -
e 29.23 23.98
T e n e 81.07 59.07
Ewltaninn 08.45 42.40
UTUEUAY +euannemmmramsmsssaemessesneanesnesme s nmnes 21.13 38,84

The imports of the German Empire, of France, United King-
dom, of the Netherlands, of Norway and Sweden, of Switzer-
land, exceed theiriexports by hundreds of millions, but the ex-
ports of Siam, BEgypt, Peru, British Indies, Haiti, Cuba, Mexico,
Russia, Santo Domingo, and the Kongo have their exports ex-
ceeding their imports, and we are not in a good class if civiliza-
tion and intelligence are considered.
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We are in the activity of our foreign commerce, however, de-
cidedly ahead of the Kongo Free State, Persia, Peru, Paraguay,
India, Siam, and Turkey. Our country can feel but little pride
in the school of political economy, if organized blind greed can
be called a school of political economy, controlling the United
States and its pitiful comparison with the foreign output of
the other intelligent nations of the world. Let us at least equal
Great Britain, which has learned the economic truth that pro-
hibitive tariffs obstruct and do not promote commerce, and let
us act upon that policy, retaining our tariff for revenue, high
enough for honest incidental protection and no higher.

Our patriotic citizenship has been grossly misled by the
leaders of the party in power as to our comparative commercial
activities.

The growth of our exports and imports show a small relative
increase:

Our total Imports:
1881

650, 000, 000
1880 773, 000, 000
1900 830, 000, 000
1907 1, 415, 000, 000
Qur total exports:
1881 883, 000, 000
1890__ 845, 000, 000
1900_ 1, 370, 000, 000
1907 1, 853, 000, 000
Population in—
1881 58, 000, 000
1800___ 62, 000, 000
1900 it 75, 000, 000
1907 (estimated) 88,000, 000

It will be seen from these tables that notwithstanding the
tremendous improvement in modern machinery and the in-
creased output from that source, and the wonderful growth of
seagoing vessels and their freight-carrying capacity, our exports
and imports have about doubled in twenty-six yearsand have
not increased much faster than our population. This is a dis-
creditable showing to the intelligence of the American people.

It will thus be seen, Mr. President, that our exports and im-
ports are small compared to the exports and imports of ma-
tions whom we have been taught to believe inferior to us; but
in the building of a nation we are ourselves vast consumers of
our own products, and this must stand to our credit. ;

It will also be seen that our exports and imports have not
grown in the last quarter of a century much more rapidly than
our population, which shows in fact that we have not kept pace
in foreign exports with the enormous productive capacity of
modern machinery and invention.

These are facts worthy of consideration, which tend to show
the natural consequences of obstructing our imports by pro-
hibitive taxes, by vexatious and difficult regulations; and the
present bill is peculiarly unwise because instead of providing a
substantial reduction on the prohibitive tariff rates and re-
moving the obstructions to our commerce it has utterly failed
to do so. On the contrary, it has increased many items and
the average of all items, and the crowning absurdity is offered
in proposing to penalize foreign countries, who are already
largely excluded from our markets, by threatening them with a
25 per cent advance on rates now largely prohibitive unless
they promptly remove within the year the tariff obstructions
which are obnoxious to us, and thus we invite the retaliation of
the nations of all the world. Nations are composed of individ-
uals, and the law of human nature which governs the individual
will govern nations to a substantial degree.

OUR NATIONAL PROSPERITY IS NOT DUE TO A PRO-
HIBITIVE TARIFF, BUT IN SPITE OF IT.

Mr, President, it has been a common practice for the advo-
cates of the high tariff to claim that the prosperity of the people
of the United States and the employment of its people is due to
the so-called “ protective tariff;” nothing could be more utterly
fallacious.

Modern prosperity is due to the dissemination of human
knowledge through the printing press, inventions of labor-saving
machinery, hundreds of thousands of inventions under the re-
ward of personal patents granted by the United States, granted
by Great Britain, by Germany, by France, by Norway and Swe-
den, by Italy, by Japan, by every civilized country in the world.

The United States has granted over 900,000 different patents
covering art in manufacture, but the art to which we are chiefly
indebted for our modern prosperity is the development of paper
making and the printing presses, by which the learning and
the knowledge of all men is made the common property of every
man and enriched him beyond all computation.

Out of these inventions have sprung the incredibly cheap
manufacture of cloth and fabrics of every description ; of metals
in a multitude of forms, from Bessemer steel to the Waterbury
watch, made by machinery and distributed to man at an in-

credibly cheap price. The telegraph, the telephone, the modern
railway, the mail service, and every agency of civilization
have been brought into service by the wonderful increase
of the intelligence of man. China has just completed its
first railway built by Chinese engineers and workmen, and soon
will be the joint heir of the wonderful increase in human
knowledge.

All of the nations of the world prosper in this magnificent
development of the human race, due to the increased intelli-
gence of man, due to modern processes, springing chiefly, and
above all, from the great invention of Gutenberg.

Mr. President, not long since I stood upon the banks of the
Niagara River. Down the canal below the great falls I saw
a great wood yard, and saw two men passing pieces of wood
to an endless belt. I followed it down the bluff nearly 200 feet;
below a giant penstock of 7 feet in diameter delivered a col-
umn of water upon a turbine wheel developing over 1,000 horse-
power, which caused to spin with lightning speed French burr
wheels, against which these pieces of wood were placed and
pressed by hydraulic pressure.

They melted almost instantly, and the macerated fiber by
an endless belt, passing immediately to the paper factory on
top of the bluff, was automatically delivered into a circular vat
with moving arms; adjacent was a man engaged in putting
into this vat sizing; the prepared mixture was fed upon an
endless belt, porous—the water dripped through, the sheet of
wet paper emerged, passing through a series of rolls, the last
ones heated by steam, and at the end of the comparatively small
room the material which a few minutes before had been logs of
wood appeared as rolls of news paper ready for the Hoe press.

At Herald square, New York, I saw these same rolls being
fed like lightning into giant printing presses and emerging a
modern newspaper, a miracle of design; hundreds of thousands
of copies turned out in a few short hours, full of learning,
literature, art, full of business, full of wit and humor, full of
the news of the whole world gathered together by the ablest men
with the aid of the telephone and telegraph; filled with beautiful
illustrations and photographs of everything conceivable.

Mr. President, where is the advocate of the prohibitive tariff
s0 lacking in common sense or intellectual integrity that he will
assert that these great advances of the human race, which are
common to all the civilized nations, whether they have or
whether they have not a protective tariff, nevertheless enjoy
all of these things. Let those who believe that these things are
due to the protective tariff support this bill and applaud it.
But those that see that these things are due to the development
of the human race and to the providence of God can be misled
by no such shallow sophistry.

Mr. President, England has been very prosperous; she is the
mistress of the seas; the sun never sets upon her dominions;
her wealth is enormous. The prosperity of England is not due
to the protective tariff, but to the policy of the greatest freedom
of international comigerce.

France and Germany have the protective tariff and are like-
wise prosperous, but they are prosperous in spite of the pro-
tective tariff and not because of it. The prosperity of the
whole world is due to the increasing intelligence of the human
race, its mastery over the forces of nature, its substitution of
machinery for the labor of man.

“ Protectionists justly contend that the high tariff of 1897 has
not ruined the foreign trade of the United States, which on both
its import and export sides has exhibited a great advance.”
Undoubtedly this contention is true, but the obstructions inter-
posed in commerce has not served to make the imports and
exports of the United States contrast favorably with the ex-
ports and imports of other nations. The imports and exports of
the United States do not compare favorably with those of the
civilized nations of the world, as I have already shown.

One thing should be settled for all time, and that is such
prosperity as we have can not be due to the artificial obstrue-
tion of our international commerce.

HOW THE PRESENT SYSTEM WAS ESTABLISHED.

It would seem incredible that the monopoly engendering
policy could be established and persisted in against the will of
the people, and I shall endeavor to show how this has occurred
and its proper remedy.

In 1856 both parties were agreed on a low revenue-producing
tariff. For fifteen year everybody had been content with the low
Walker tariff of 1846. The exigency of the civil war required a
high tariff for the extra revenues demanded at that time.

Like all tariffs this Morrill tariff of 1861 raised the prices on
the consumer and gave the American manufacturer a special
opportunity to make money at the expense of the consumer.
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When the war was over the question of lowering the tariff
began to be considered.

The Protective Tariff League was thereupon organized,
with' far-reaching affiliations, powerful press agencies, with
an educational bureau which instructed every boy who ap-
proached the voting age throughout the United States in the
sophistry of a high tariff, appealing to his patriotism to
stand by American labor. This policy has had abundant
success, but it could not have succeeded except for the political
changes in party administration which had taken place prior
to the war.

This change to which I refer was the transfer of the power
directly from the people through the agenciés of precinet con-
ventions, nominating delegates to county conventions, ~county
conventions composed of delegated delegates to select delegates
for the state convention, state conventions composed of dele-
gates delegated by delegated delegates.

These political functionaries were thrice removed from the
people, the state delegates being delegated by county delegates,
the county delegates being delegated by precinct delegates,
and the precinct delegates probably delegated by the local rep-
resentatives of what is known as the “ machine politician ¥ and
his petty circle.

In machine polities the precinet manager will call a primary
at some place convenient for his control and probably inconven-
ient for the attendance of the people. He will notify his strikers
in advance and be sure of a sufficient number to put through a
slate and plan agreed upon. In this manner the machine can
evade a wholesome public opinion and manipulate the delegates
to the county convention, and with this machine county conven-
tion a machine state convention is assured.

In this manner any person having an important material in-
terest to serve, such as establishing or maintaining a policy of
government, permitting some people to tax other people for their
benefit, have a political opportunity.

All that the Protective Tariff League and its commercial and
political allies had to do under this system of government
was to have a proper bureau established, see to it that repre-
sentatives of the system were in place to manage the machine
politics; and in this way they have been able fo control
nominating conventions—county, State, and national—and the
twill of the great body of the people could not make itself
freely felt, being unorganized and not clearly realizing the
manner in which the monopoly-producing system was taxing
them.

The Protective Tarlff League and the representatives of
gelfish commercial interests, the beneficiaries of the manipula-
tions of our statutes, have intertwined and interwoven them-
selves with the organization of the Republican party in such a
manner as to be inextricable. They have successfully appealed
to the well-known patriotism of the great body of Republican
citizens and skillfully trained them to believe as true, things
which were not true in fact, and were sophistical in reason and
unsound in conclusion. This process has gone on until it has
become impossible to separate the political and patriotic impulse
from the commercial, so that men of high character and upright
purposes find themselves used against their will and are more
often used in total unconsciousness of the fact that they are
being used by commercial interests under the color of patriot-
jsm and party pride. The machine method of politics is a bad
method and ought to be abated.

BOTH PARTIES HAVE BEEN AFFECTED BY THIS EVIL.

It is this method which sometimes sends to the Senate of the
United States representatives who would not be the choice of
the people at a popular election.

It is natural therefore that the election of Senators by direct
vote, or the nomination of Senators by direct vote, should not
be approved by those who have been or might expect to be in-
debted to machine politics hereafter for their own preferment.

It was a recognition of this abuse, which has grown up in
our country, that led the Democratic party at Denver, which,
I freely confess, is not entirely purged of this evil of machine
politics, to put the query to the people of the United States,
Shall the people rule?

The true remedy for this condition is not by an inconsequen-
tial debate with the chairman of the Committee on Finance,
who has spent months and years over these schedules without
ever touching the only question of importance, to wit, the dif-
ference in the cost of the production at home and abroad, but
it is to be found by reducing the political machine to innocuous
desuetude and the restoration of the people’'s rule by the di-
rect primary, allowing each citizen, regardless of party, to

nominate and elect his representative in county, State, and Na-
tion, and to establish an “Initiative and referendum,”'with its
salutary check on the representatives of the people.

Machine politics glorifies organization and forgets that the
best safeguard of society is to allow the actual sentiment of
the majority of the people having appreciable education to rule
and not take that power out of their hands by clever machine
manipulation.

When we follow delegation of power from the citizen to the
primary delegate, from the primary delegate to the county
delegate, from the county delegate to the nominee for the
legislature, from the member of the legislature to the United
States Senate, a Senator chosen in this manner is four degrees
removed from the people.

Through machine politics selfish interests can exercise an
undue influence in our parties and in our administration of
government. I can not but feel that the influences of mo-
nopoly in this country are in present control; that this bill is
written to serve their purposes; to make the rich richer
and the poor poorer; to benefit the few at the expense of the
many.

In making this comment I do so with the profound convic-
tion that this condition can not be greatly prolonged, but that
the American people will in a short time cause the laws to be
so amended as to promote the greatest of all modern needs—
the more equitable distribution of the proceeds of human labor.

111 fares the 1
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Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the Senate longer. I
have taken some pains to show that in the protected industries
the labor of the country is not paid as well as in the unprotected
industries; that labor has continued to receive a diminishing
part of the proceeds of labor; that labor has not received a
fair share of its own product. I have undertaken to show how
labor was naturally oppressed by the upbuilding of gigantic
monopolies in this country, whose policy was to close up fac-
tories, to pay labor as small a wage as possible, to raise prices,
and to limit the output; to tax the people as high as they
thought the *“traffic would bear,” and to control their wage-
earners, both commercially and politically, That is a yery
natural thing for them to do. They are not greatly to blame if
the law permit. The lawmaker is greatly to blame if the law
continnes to permit.

But I have also demonstrated that our census shows, in the
most overwhelming and convineing manner, that this bill has
paid no attention whatever to “the difference in cost of pro-
ductlon at home and abroad;” that that difference, even if the
foreign manufacturer paid nothing whatever for his labor,
could not exceed nineteen and a fraction per cent for pure pro-
tective purposes, while many of the rates in this bill exceed 100
per cent. - Having shown this, having pointed out what the
effect has been upon the wages and general conditions of labor
and upon the mortality of human life under this system of gov-
ernment which we have been following; having submitted the
suggestions for the amendment of these conditions, in the hope
that perhaps in the future they may be of some use to future
students of these guestions, I am done,

I have called attention to the policy of New Zealand, which
protects human life first, which has controlled monopoly, in
order that the poorer and the weaker elements of society may
have a better opportunity to live, I have called attention to
what the necessary result is of gigantic fortunes piling up until
the fortune of a single individual will reach nearly a thousand
millions; that its only effect upon this country must be to
absorb all of the transportation and transmission companies,
all the coal mines, all of the purchasable lumber and ores, all
of the purchasable real estate, all of the things visible and in-
visible desired by men and generally grouped together and called
the “opportunities of life.”

There can be but one result, and the Senate is in honor
bound to consider this and to find a way to control it and cor-
rect it, in order to protect the children and the women, as wel]
as the men of this country.

I can do nothing more than appeal to the Senate and to call
their attention to their responsibility in this matter. Having
done so, I have discharged the only duty which it is possible for
me to discharge. I have given many days of hard labor to this
question, and of unremitting industry, in a desire to place
upon this record the truth, and nothing but the truth, in
the hope that it might appeal to the leaders of the Senate, and,
if it did not, that it might appeal to the people of the United
States.
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APPENDIX.
) ExHiBIT 2.

Tables ;u-epared by Edward Atkinsonz of Boston, showing the relative
number of employees in the so-called * protected or partially protected
industries.” (8. . 40, 61st Cong., 1st sess.) :

CLASS L.

Persons occupied for gain who are free from the competition of an
fmport from a forelgn country: )

(We sell to Canada twice the quantity of the products of agriculture
and of manufactures that we import. In ratio to numbers the adians
are now our best foreign customers, and there is little opposition to
the treaty of reciprocity.)

Free of foreign competition in agriculiure or listed under that title.

Farmers, planters, and overseers ———_—________ 5, 674, 875
Agriecultural laborers 4,410, 877
Gardeners, florists, and nurserymen_________ s 17

Dairy men and women__ 10, 875

Other agricultural pursuits 5, 530
10, 163, 945
Lumbermen and raftsmen 72, 020
Stock raisers, herders, and drovers 84, 988
Turpentine farmers and laborers_ 24 737
Wood choppers. 36, 0756
10, 381, 765

Less the number subject to competition removed to
Class II1 200, 000
10, 181, 765

Also free of foreign competition.

All persons in professional service 1, 258, 739
All persons in domestic and personal service . ______ -- B, 580, 657
All persons in trade and transportation 4, 766, 964
21, 788, 125

Free from foreign competition in manufactures and the mechanic arts.
Persons occuéﬁml in building trades 1,212, 526
0il wells an ployees. 24,82

Brick and tile makers (with a few exceptions) . —_________

.

49, 933
Miners and quarrymen (with a few exceptions)__________ 563,
Bakers 79, 188
Butchers 113, 956
Confectioners (with a few exceptions) 31, 194
illers 40, 548
Blacksmiths 226, 477
Iron and steel workers (with a few exceptions) ___________ 200, 611
Steam boller makers 33, 046
Stove, furnace, and grate manufacturers 12, 473
Wheelwrights 13, 505
Boot and shoe makers (with a few exceptions)___________ , 912
Leather curriers and tanners (with a few exceptions)_____ 42, 671
Bottlers and soda-water manufacturers 10, 519
Cabinetmakers (with a few exceptions)———__________ 35, 619
Coopers T, 200
Saw and planing mill operatives 161, 624
Other woodworkers 111, 273
Paper-box makers — 21, 098
Charcoal, coke, and lime burners. 14, 448
Model and pattern makers 15, 073
Rubber factory operatives (with a few exceptions)_______ . 86
Upholsterers 30, 821
Small misecellaneous industries (with a few exceptions)____ 471, 300
Printers, lithographers, and pressmen (with a few excep-
Fl:ihoer;gen and oystermen 68, 177 e
Less the small number in deep-sea fisheries
transferred to Class III numbering not over— 8, 000
(S oty 80, 177
Engineers and firemen - 223,495 g
Less the proportion %mbably occupied in arts
in Classes II and III In part or fully sub-
Jject to foreign competition . ____ -— 23,495
e 200, 000
4, 289, 697

CLASS II

i’ernonu occupied for gain who would be practically free fr 1
compeﬁit&o? if gnateriuls of foreign origin used in their proc:;eaoﬁtegrg
free of duty:

Chemicals (other than oll wells and ofls) - __ 14, 814
Glass workers (subject to a few exceptions) ________ :
Marble and stone cutters 1suhject to a few exceptions)____ 54, 460
Potters (mostly making tiles, drainpipes, ete.) (subject to a
few exceptions) 16, 140
Butter and cheese (subject to a few exceptions) . _______ 19, 241
Food ipreparntlons (subject to a few exceptions)__ 28 TR2
Machinists (subject to a few execeptions) ______________ = 283 145
Tool and cutlery makers (subject to a few exceptions)_____ 28, 122
Wire-workers (subject to a few exceptions) —____________ 18 4
Harness and saddle (subject to a few exceptions) . _____ 40, 101
Trunk and leather case (subject to a few exceptions)_____ 2% 7. 051
Brewers and maltsters (subject to a few exceptions)______ 20, 962
Distlllers and rectifiers (subject to a few exceptions)_.____ 3, 144
PBrass workers (subject to a few exceptions) ____________ 26, 760
Clock and watch makers (sub to a few exceptions) ____ 1120
Gold and silver workers (sublect to a few exceptions)_____ 26, 112
Tin plate and tinware (subject to a few exceptions) 70, 505
Other metal workers (subject to a few exceptions) ) 602
Bookbinders (subject to a few excePtlons}___-_ 30, 278
Engravers (subject to a few exceptions) ___ = 11, 151
Paper and pulp mills (subject to a few exception S 886, 328
Textile industries. ~ 567, 085
Less those occupled in the finef and fancy
fabrics, say, removed to Class IIT__.______ 67, 065
Tailors, seamstresses, milliners, shirt makers, and
makers of other elothing — oo 7,468 _
Less those who are on the finest articles of
fancy and fashion 7,466

HEngineers and firemen — 23, 495
Glove makers 12,271
Less removed to Class 111 221
. —_—— 10, 000
Broom and brnsh makers. 10, 220
Photographers (with a few exceptions) 26, 041
Tobacco and cigars (with a few exceptions) ______________ 131, 452
Manufacturers and officials_____________ 43, 0R2
Less transferred to Class 111________ 3, 082
240, 000
2, 708, 411
Deducting for the few exceptions in fine and faney eut and
plate glass; Italian marble; fine and hand-decorated
china ; Stilton, Roquefort, and other fancy cheeses ; Scoteh
marmalade and the like; worsted combers and other ma-
chinery in which there is much hand work ; fancy cutlery ;
English saddles and harnesses of high cost; handmade
trunks, boots, and shoes ; foreign beer and ale of special
brands ; fine wines and Bc}uors: hand work in brass, cop-
pe:-, tglg'oo ind sﬂrerl: a ewdwabtches; f}lne}y; bound and
rin s, engravings, and photographs ; fanecy paper ;
gmxdmade brushes ; ugun few other artieles not specifie-
ally transferred to Class I1I, estimated in number at____ 312,116
There remains in Class II free of competition______ 2, 396, 295
CLASS III, -
Subject to foreign competition—
In agriculture ,
In deep-sea fisheries 8, 000
Textile operatives 67, 065
Clothing 7, 460
Glove makers 2.271
Manufacturers and officials 3, 082
287, 884
Add from tabulation of Classes I and II as per previous list
of exportations. 312, 1148
Probable number subject to foreign competition____ 600, 000

That number comprises all who, in the jmzfment of the compiler,

could be subject to foreign competition of an adverse or urgent kind if
no duty, even for revenue, were maintained. A moderate duty for
revenue purposes would incidentally protect
RECAPITULATION,
Class 1.—Persons who can not be subjected to foreign com-
petition, but who pay their proportion of duties on im-
ports and of the enhancement of prices brought into
Ly v h A ety Do e Lo S S R - T Y 2@, 077, 822
Class 1I.—Persons not subjeect to foreign competition,
whose Industry in many branches would be promoted by
the abatement of duties on materials of foreign origin
used by them ——-- 2,398, 205
Class 111.—Persons occupied in arts which would require a
readjustment if all duties were suddenly removed, which
no one prop 600, 000
Total 29, 074, 117

In dealing with Classes I and II, I have used my own experience and
udgment in putting into Class 11T such proportion of persons occupied
{especlally in the textile arts) as may make the finer and fancy or
bn}udmade fabries which depend mainly on fashion and faney for thelir
sale.

I have also assumed the abatement of duties on wool, hides, drugs,
éyestuffs, and chemieals, from which about $15,000,000 of revenue are
new derived. 8o long as these taxes exist the manuofactures of textile
fabrics, boots, shoes, and leather goods, gafcr. and many other articles
are restricted and their exports are much lessened.

Under Class II, subject only in small part to foreign competition,
are also listed glass, pottery, chemicals, tools, brewers, clocks, watches,

Id and silver ware, tailors, milliners, photographers, and machinery.

fohave made allowance by exceptions in these arts to the best of my
udgment.
: lfl all these arts there is, and probably always will be, an import
of the fine and tm:&f fabrics or of articles chosen for style or fashion,
all of which are suitable subjects for revenue duties. These imports
rather set a standard for domestic manufacturers to emulate than
subject them to competition in the great bulk of their produn which
are for the use of the milllons rather than the millionaires, bacco
will always be subject to revenue duties. Under ex g conditions
there is no justification for duties on machinery, plg iron, copper, coal,
ores, or other metals, which are the materials and tools of our domestie
industry. We are exporting the highest types of metallurgy and ma-
chinery, while the tax on special machinery of other kinds which we
imporf, and upon_ coal, ores, hay, potatoes, beeves, and other
necessities are burdens upon industry of the most obnoxlous kind.

If anyone takes exception to this division, and now justifies the con-
tinuance of a tariff for * protection with incidental revenue,” let him
earry over as many as he honestly can from Classes I and II into
Class ITI, giving reasons for such changes. 1 think it will prove im-
possible for any sincere stadent of the subjeet to designate 1.000,000

ersons out of the 29,000, now occupied for gain whose industry
would be serioasly or adversely affected, even if all duties on foreign
products of like kind were at once removed—an act which no one pro-
oses. 1f all dutles on materials were removed, the number wuul(? be
I’mnea far below a million.

On the other hand, there are &%rﬂonate!y in agricnlture from
1,500,000 to 2,000,000 out of 10,008, who rest upon exports for the
dispoaal of their surplus products. There are about as many persons
occupied even in manufaeturing and in the mechanic arts only, whose
products are exported, as there are in all the same arts which are now
or can be protected by duties on imports. Out of 29,000,000
occupied for gain, not over 3,000,000 to 4,000,000 are or can be
affected by tariff legislation, either by the obstruction of exports or
imports in consegquence of duties on imports. Twenty-five million are
engaged in arts necessary to the existence of society and which can
nelther be promoted nor retarded by duties on imports, except so far
as the cost of their 1 is Increased by an ill-adjusted or injudicious
system of taxation.

TEONS
irectly
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ExHIeiT 3.
Distribution of employees for the year ending June 30, 1907, by groups.
[Statistics of rallways in United States, 1907, Interstate Com ce Commission.]

General admin- | Maintenanceof | yeoopononoe of Condueting e
istration, st‘;:gttig. equipment. transportation, | Unclassified. \
Territory covered. ‘
Per 100 Per 100 Ter 100 Per 100 Per 100
Number. | miles |Number.| miles | Number.| miles | Number.| miles | Number. | miles
of line. of line, of line, of line. of line, ‘
IR ke e mm e s = A e s e m e i Ty T i B L R 2,728 a3 22,517 276 13,282 163 47,069 577 73 1
Group IE .. ooomenseernns TR S e R S| 15006 54 | 101,183 424 ,065 | 377 | 197,476 827 196 | (o
Group I 7,458 29 253 | 6j4sd| =7 /362 | 400 | &
Group IV.--........ ------------------------------------------------ “ssnan= 4,238 32 25,011 192 17,848 137 , 083 262 5
Qroup V.ocoocacaiinreconan e R s e L S T S S e 6, 306 24 45,714 176 , 441 136 62,415 764 3
RO D N e e e o P e S e S i Lot 12,008 25 99,734 185 57,470 112 | 124,588 244 70 1
Qroup VII....cceecocacn A e B e e S S A S 2,043 17 22,654 190 10,838 a1 19,386 i B AR,
oD VHE . o o oo m it e Ve 7,331 23 €6, 563 210 30, 401 06 59, 190 02 (s)
Group IX...... .................... 3,587 22| 29,800 181 ; 99 | 25,574 156 697 4
Group X - oomeeons S e S e M ) Wt 28 5,516 29| 51,120 [ 126 | 36,514 | 191 855 4
United Btaten, 1007 ....c.ccissnanicnasnsnnsnsunae e 64, 808 28 | 538,003 236 | 352,181 155 | 713,465 314 3,617 2
T T R s 57,054 26 | 405,879 | 223 | 315,052 142 | 649, 22| 2 1
Un.ll;edBi}sbas,190.5...-............‘................. 54,141 25 | 448,370 207 | 281,000 130 | 595,456 274 3,229 1
United Btates, 1904......cccccuemccencnsnacasas 48,746 23 | 415,721 196 | 261,819 123 y 267 3,037 2
United Btates, 1903, ..o oosmmeeessimiees 45,222 22| 4zm'eas| 211 | 253 124 | 576,881 | 281 | 20897 1
902 41,071 20 | 399,502 200 ( 228,280 114 | 518,390 250 1,982 1
38, 816 20 | 343,717 176 | 206,418 105 | 479,111 245 3,107 2
36, 451 10 | 324,946 160 | 197,799 103 ) 234 , 304 4
United Btstes, 1 S T e 34,170 18 | * 287,163 153 | 180,740 96 | 417,508 223 9,334 5
United States, 1898 ... 32,431 18| 2610866 | 142 | 171, 3 4 215 | 9,754 5
T e U N S s S o et 31,871 17| 244573 160, 83| 378361 | 208| 7,704 4
¢ Less than 1.

Comparative summary of average daily compensation of railicay employees for the years ending June 30, 1907 to 1897,
: [Average daily compensation in dollars.]

- ' United States.

Class. —

‘ 1007. | 1906. | 1905. | 1004. | 1903. 1902. | 1901. 1900. | 1899. | 1808. | 1897,

TRORTE s s aetrs 1.93 | 1.81| 1.74| 11.61| 1.27| 1117 | 10.07 | 10.45| 1008 o0.73| o5

Other OfflCars. ...ovcncsnsvvonsennes 590 | 6582| 60| 6 5.76| 560| 556| 52| 518 521 5.12
General office Clerks. ........... 2.30| 224 22¢| 222| 22| 28| 219| 219| 22| 22| 218
Station AZENLS. . . .enveennnernsanns 205| 1o4| 1es| Lea| 187| 1.80| L¥| 17| 1| 1| iIm
Other station men. .......-.-- 1.78 1.69 1.71 1.69 1.64 1.61 1.59 1.60 1.60 1.61 1.62
Enginemen 430 | 4.12| 412| 410| 40| 38| 378| 375| 3 3.72| 365
2.5 2.42 2.38 2.35 2.28 2.20 2.16 2.14 2.10 2.09 2.05

3.69 3.51 3. 50 50 3.38 3.21 3.17 3.17 3.13 3.13 3.07
2.54 2.35 2.31 2.27 2.17 2.4 2.00 1.96 1.94 1.95 1.90

2.87 2.60 2.65 2.61 2.50 2.36 2.32 2.30 2.29 2.8 2.23

2.40 2.28 2.25 2.26 2.19 2.08 2.06 2.04 2.08 2.02 2.01

2.06 1.9 1.92 1901 1.86 1.78 1.75 1.73 LT72 1.70 1.71

1.80 1.80 1.79 1.78 1.78 1.72 1.71 1.68 1.68 1.69 1.70

1.46 1.36 1.32 1.33 1.31 1.25 1.23 L2 1.18 1.16 1.16

Swten ¢ 5 187| 180| 17| 17| L7e| L77| 17| Leo| L7r| 17| 172
phgpmwnm dispatchers. ......cocoecueae 2.26 2.13 2.19 2.15 2.08 2.01 1.98 1.96 1.93 1.92 1.90

Em ntﬂoatlngaqulpmt 227| 20| 217| 217| 21| 200| Ler| Te2| 1se| 189| 1ss
Anoumumployeesmdhbo RPNt L Tk SR eneesseesese] L92| L83 | 1.83| 1.8 1L.77| L1L71| 1.60| L71| 1L68| 1.67 1.64

Comparative summary of average daily compensation of railway employees for the years ending June 30, 1907 to 1897, by groups.
GROUP I.—NEW ENGLAND.
[Average daily compensation in dollars.]

Class. 1907. | 1906. | 1905. | 1904. | 1903 | 1002. | 1901. | 1900. | 1800. | 1808. | 1807,
e Ay e s 1334 | 1276 | 12258 | 1192 | 11.32| 10.81 | 10.92| 10.70 | 10.53 0.75 042
O thas plecks 572| 6565 58| 622| 579| 6GOL| 55| 580 567| 615| 618
Genaalomenclerks.‘.. 2.13 2.068 2.08 204 2.05 206 207 2.08 2.08 211 2.12
Btation agents........cccaeees 203 L00 1.96 L903 188 L84 1.82 180 LBl LT79 L79
4 Other station men. Lol 1. 80 1.84 183 178 L.T74 L77 L79 L76 L77 176
Enginemen. ... 378 a62 3.60 355 351 50| 348| 348 145 3.48 345
220 2.08 2.07 202| 200 1.98 LOS| L97 1. 08 Lo7 195
326 319 a12 309 3.01 204 2.9 297| 204 293 2.89
232 217 2121 200| 202 196 1.4 L04 191 192 188
261 245 2.4 241 234 2.26 2.31 229| 22| 22 1T
2.25 2.15 213| a1 20 2.06 206 2.06 204 2.03 2.00
202 1.95 1.93 L88 1. 86 185 185 1. 86 1. 87 1. 89 1.82
224 217 2.14 2.13 2.10 2.07 204 2.03 1. 96 2.00 200
L.55 152 .50 149 1. 48 L44 L 44 L4 143 1.43 140

and watchmen. 168 165 1. 60 L.57 154 L 53 153 148 1. 46 L 48 149

Telegraph o] 215 207 2.01 L0o4 1. 86 L. &0 182 L84 176 175 178
Employees—accoun 222 217 213| 210 L85 L70 L 70 L71 1. 65 164 1.63
‘All other employees and la L85 L 80 L76 172 1.68 165 L64 166 L63 L70 L65




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1909.

3205

80,.1907 to 1897, by groups—Continued.

Comparative summary of average daily compensation of railivay employkes for the years ending June
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GROUP IIL.—OQHIO, INDIANA, SOUTHERN MICHIGAN.
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GROUP IV.—WEST VIRGINIA, VIRGINIA, NORTH CAROLINA, SOUTH CAROLINA.

R

v
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t floating equipment - -2 1110

All other employees and laborers. ...

Emplo;

GROUP V,—EENTUCKY, TENNESSEE, GEORGIA, ALABAMA, MISSISSIPPL

T
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.
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and watch
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account floating equipment

ph operators mﬁ

yoes—

other employees and laborers.........

General office clerks. .
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General officers..
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Tele|
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GROUP VI—WISCONSIN, ILLINOIS, I0WA, MINNESOTA.
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GROUP VI.—WISCONSIN, ILLINOIS, IOWA, MINNESOTA—continued.

‘Comparative summary of average daily compensation of railway employees for the years ending June 30, 1907 to 1897, by groups—Continued,

1907. | 1906. | 1905. | 1904. | 1903. | 1902,

g
z

1807.

Mmhinjt::...................................................................
e e oSt N T A DA A B G
Sec Iomman ....................................... Sesssasasssassshaseanne

tenders aml WRIShINEN .. o st aa

ployees—acco!
All other employees and

2.88 2.70| 2.62| 2.58 2.42 2.2

2.30 2.21 2.20 2.4 2.18| 2.06

2.02 Lo 196 1.95 188 LT

180 1L.70 1.68| 170 1,60 164

recsssasannsassensenssaranassesssnsassas| L83 ‘1.48 141 1.45 1.43 134
22| 213 2.11 210 2.10| 201

SRR P | | T 211 2,12 2.11 194 1.98

rizraimnsmsisnl . dvBL L71 168 2.05 2.07 183

P A e P SRR SR B R R EIREREE (G L R 2.01 2.01 1.96 L0

e

288388385

B okt bkt o d 1D

ERREBRESS

Btk et et i D
HESRE2NEE

GROUP VIL—NORTH DAKOTA, SOUTH DAKOTA, MONTANA, WYOMING, NEBRASKA,

ce
Btatlon agents........covmmeeesmramnanenseaasan
men.

S mETEEASmAsEEsEEEEEsessSEistEYe SRS AR asnsa s nnansnassnannnnaval BBl

14.72] .15.24| 1L.79 | 10.01 | 10.32 | 10.52
8.19 8.26 B.38 8.42 7.74 7.63
2,31 2.26 2.23 2.12 226 | 2.22
2.7 2191 217 2.16 2.08| 201
AR B A R e e S e R eaas LWL 184 185 181 1.82 177
4.27 4.27 4.17 4.08 3.89

2.66| 2.58 2,58 )| 2.47 2.49 2.36
3.8 | 3.82 3.82 3.74 3.45 3.31
2.66 |- 2.55 2.56 2.47 2.22 2.3
3.43 3.35 3.29 .16 | 2.98 2.84
2.62| 2.55| 2.49 2.40 2.25 2.27
2.31 2.22 2.19 2.18 2.15 1.90
1.9 L85 1.80 LT78 LT78 L74
1.56 1.46 1.42 1.47 L44 141
2.37 2.22 2.00 2.06 2.21 2.04
2,60 2.4 2.39 2.34 2.26 2,11
2.31 2.47 2.45 2.29 21 2.10
2,19 21 2,03 2.10 2,10 2.07

(=

NI PO IO IR 200 e RN D
SEERSHRESHEEEREERE
e e T
SAZREUSRBREBERZBE
RS0 S IO RO EO N BO IO N
SRRENURRRRHURERERE
ISR N
EERERIRNEREEEBERRE

PORIIO O PO IR0 9 S0 19 B8 1 M 0 00
EELBENSEE N RRRRREE

GROUP VIIL.—MISSOURI, ARKANSAS, OELAHOMA, EANSAS, CO

LORADO.
10. 40 9.52 9.94| 10.90 | 10.88 | 11.29 10.85 | 10.42 | 10.55 10. 35
6.09 5.88 6.07 5.88 6.07 5.45 5.23 5. 43 5. 46 524 529
2.2 222 219 2.13 22 2.17 2.17 2.20 2.24 2.25 22
2.05 2.01 .97 200 1.97 194 1.89 1.87 1.84 1.8 1756
1.70 1.7 165 1.76 168 1.66 1.54 1.57 1.60 1.62 1.58
4. 56 4. 36 4.22 428 4.02 4.05 3.95 3.91 3.88 3.03 8
2.86 2.74 2.62 2.62 2.44 2.46 242 2.38 2.34 2.35 2.34
4.12 4.04 3.91 3.94 3.69 3. 45 3. 40 3. 42 3.33 3.32 3.33
...... 2.78 2.65 2.63 2.50 2.37 2.22 2.20 212 212 2.13 212
3.35 3.12 3.12 2.97 2.83 2.73 2.68 257 2.53 2.57 249
CRrpanteE - L e 2.33 2.36 2.41 2.49 2.4 2.36 2.32 297 2.22 2,27 2.31
Other shopmen. .....c.ecreerennnn-- oA 2.0 1.99 1.98 199 195 1.90 1. 86 1.89 1.88 1.87 1.90
eation fireisn. 174| 171| ves| ves| 171| 1ed| Ler| Les| 1es| 1es| Lz
.43 1.37 1.35 1.37 1.41 1.33 1.30 1.26 1.22 121 1.21
2.18 2.13 1.98 2.12 2.35 212 2.10 231 27 221 221
s ig| i3 iR iz am) 2w iE) MR AR R 2E
oyees—account floating equ | AR e e 3 5 5 X L 3 12
R i Gmloyemn S J8DOFERE: » - oeessses il Tes| Lsr| Loz| Le| Lss| Ter| 1ss| Le| Tso| Ta| Lss
GROUP IX.—LOUISIANA, TEXAS, NEW MEXICO.
7.60 8.04 1.67 7.5 7.1 6. 80 7.48 6.93 6. 47 6. 55 0. 48
4. G0 4.82 4. 74 4. 77 4.95 4.02 4.94 4. 87 4.70 4.76 4.88
2,41 2.32 2.2 223 226 2.09 2.25 2.30 2.16 2.30 2.44
2.48 2.37 240 2.29 2.28 2.35 2.42 234 2,28 2.27 229
187 1.7 176 1.74 173 i 1.63 1.58 .71 1.86 178
" 4.68 4.35 4.45 4.32 4.29 4.09 4.07 4.10 4. 06 4.08 3.0
279 2. 65 2. 66 2. 56 2.53 2.42 237 2.40 2.36 2.34 2.32
4.13 3.88 3.8 3.8 3.81 3.48 3.58 a.62 3. 05 3.62 3.54
2771 2.53 2.40 2.50 2.37 2.26 2.25 2.20 2.25 223 PR |
3.37 3.00 3.03 3.05 3.01 2.87 2.80 2.63 2.86 2.85 2.7
2. 46 238 2.16 2.51 2.38 23 2.35 2.32 2.31 234 2.32
2.01 2.01 1.99 1.99 1.88 1.87 1. 80 1.8 18 1.83 1.81
1. 90 1.80 1.78 L79 1. 80 1.86 191 1.86 1.87 1. %6 1.87
1.34 126 122 121 1.22 1.18 1.16 1.15 1.15 1.15 L7l
2.07 1.98 2.02 2.07 244 2.37 .31 2 22 2.2 2.24
2.61 25 2.52 2.55 2.41 2.39 241 2.42 2.23 2.22 2.23
1909 1.83 1.88 2.01 1.85 1.78 172 1.78 1.77 1.86 1.584
T 188 179 176 177 174 167 L5 165 170 1L.70 . 1
GROUP X.,—PACIFIC STATES, ARIZONA, NEVADA, UTAH.
(Gatiaral OCRTE. <. o s oo o siaaniasmbansnbasnansnnsdnnsasnnsnsnemnsernmserenses) W88 9027| ‘10.00] 20.68| ‘097 | 1026 2130' 1105 | $L e 9.04
Other officers. ... .- .cxaxzue [ L 6.97| 6.09| 680 | 721 68| 707| 7.34| 762| T3 6.81
e, e A S S A 22| 203| 219| 227| 2024| 218| 22| 2| 2 -
iEmsasTETTT R RR ARG ae At adas 4.47 4. 52 5.02 4.97 4.83 4.58 4. 58 4.53 4.45 4.23
2.8 2.80 2.96 2.97 2.80 2.67 2.67 2.08 2.53 2.39
4.27 4.05 4.07 4,09 3.81 3.70 3.75 3.70 3.65 3.68
3.15 2.74 2.02 2.93 273 2.61 2.64 2,04 2.64 2.61
3. 52 2.96 .27 3.07 2.97 2.8 2.89 2.87 2.96 3. 06
ters 8.00 2.85 2.86 2.78 2.75 T 2.73 2.76 2.82 2.75
T e R R SRR e R s e R o i SR 2. 80 2.26 2.86 2.45 2.85 2.23 2.12 2.35 2.33 2 38
Bection fOremel. . ....v.cvunsranrrassnasnsssmssennsscannn L0 T T = A CAO 5 ] 2,19 2.94 2.30 2.51 2.28 2.26 2.24 .23 2,928
Other trackmen......... e T s sasaaa ] 1L e 1.45 1.40 1.47 147 L41 1.39 1.39 1.38 1.37
gwiuhmdm,mln “tenders, and watchmen.............. e AL 2.13 1.89 2.05 1.89 2.49 2.50 2.51 2.54 2.52
operators gdlspa R AR saanet e e am| xer| wes| wer| xws| s zs| 267 2.77
yees—account floating equipment . ........ 3.13| 264| 254| 2.58| 2.41| 235 232| 22| 22 291
'mot.lurempl.oyusnndh.bomu.................................,........... 2.3 213 2: 30 222 2.40 2.24 2,07 2.29 2.3 2.30
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ExHisir 4.

Labor wages in building trades where not protected but duly organized.
[Prepared by Wm. T. Spencer, Secretary Building Trades Department, American Federation of Labor,]

XLIV—207

Masonsand| Structural |Ornamental Holsting Steam Steam
Name of city. ll;;i:rks- “imn iron Plasterers. | Lathers, engineers. Tile setters.| Plumbers. fitters. fitters' Remarks.
Al SN awan A 60 L eI L €0 45 683.00 | .c....n..- e | P RS
Atlants, Ga......oo.oeons 4 444 444 40 29§ 29§ 0 6$3.50 031.25-§3.00| Roofers work 10 -
hours; other
b : Slate snd tie -
Baltimore, l(d........---{ ,,.g 0 311433 624 & 623 50 431 £ el {R?—s,?:l'm;.m

60 50 50 €0 45 o 60 55 53 25 te of wages is the
maximum.

e ) 30 | as225| esa00 56} 43 25150
e e Wil sgmwl. a$3.00 | 9$300| $L50 All trades work 9
OUrs.

624 623 623 563, in 0 624 623 624 31}| Roofers and orna-
mental iron set-
ters, 9 hours.

623 60 563 681 623 62} 623 65 59} 30 Pal:lntars. Ei'»ulmlx.
Cincinnati, Ohio......... 62} 50 50 623 523 50 50 60 373 23 | Marble cutters and
setters work 9
Qurs.
Cleveland, Ohio.......... bw 60 50-60 563 ed 50 433-50 613 50 25
Columbus, Ohio.......... ‘% 60 0 6j|  ds200 {3 $3.00-2.60 © 50 #5250 |  esLs0
Denver, Colo............. - so| 200 683 eps 50 50-561 62} 62} 3t
i 50-60 25-373 .00 |a $4.00-4.50 40 |3 $2.00-2.25 50 [5$3.00-3.75 [a §2.50-3.75 (a§1.50-2.00
el & 5 a2} 50 3 0 62 60 3
o G e 40 Y P o3 Gl Lt n R o
S 50 & 50 5 [a$2.00-2.50 50 38 3%  ag2.00 {:

[ (RS L 75 (e 8 RSN s 75 623} 02§ 25 atenfwasespdd

685 50 50 50 45 50 50 50 &0 25 Rateofwagaspnid
same as 1907.

i1 bgg ............. RE Tt 65 62} 62} 623 551’ 56} 373
Kansas City, Mo......... { B} = % sl 5 5 m‘ €23 62 2%
Marble “df&?"g
b55 metal warkers,
20-40 22-30 r$10 50 50 433-50 1 ;  cement
<60 [t e " ol | o B s
setters; 10 hours,
60 50 50 €0 45 50 56} 563| 50 2
60 50 45 624 e4 40 35-50 50 50 25 ng’%?usnme as in
3 i

0| 23| 2poml sy a0 2% 2 3 B|  ennas {0000 vk

70 L 62] €3 50 563 50 50|............| Rateof  paid
same as s

62 50 50| . 50 50 173| Plasterers'  hod-

mi §0-65 v, 623 56} 563 3 Ity

563  a$5.50 a7

65 014?'3-1 %? 55 60 % m—gi % 25!

Nebr..ooomsnaons 62} 47, 47 623 433 37} 50 623 561 2 | Ratoof w s paid
: same ;
corjy 0| smao o8| asL7l........ el sere2l  soreml...........

00-65 50 50 52} 40 50 50-55 564 | R ) ;
es3 |} 3 0 5 1 37 5 ) 373 ag{Tan o Wil peid
. Marble laborers, 25
canl} 5 % 503 13 50 5 o)  ssn| 182 {Fmi,mm'm

57 50 50 57| es$4.00| a$3.00 ) 40§ ‘o es1.50 | Tron %ﬁ’?ﬁ rlﬁg—

75 55 50-65 75 62j 50-62} 023 813 RS IS

b .
o % 2 - 4 8} mw| e s aza‘ cnginonrs md 5.
borers , 10 hours.

87} 623 623 874 62} 75 75 75 75 7 Cement {aborers,50

oy 60 65-70 5 62 2 563 661 683 37
$6.00 £5.00 £5.00 $5.00 $4.00 $4.00 $5.00 $5.00 $5.00 $2.50 Retil;ds:;le is by
-4 50 £ ) 50 a0 50 a ) %

55 | Erepe . 55| as2.25 i e 50 B0iee sveimess

50 25-30 3035 50 ) 35 50 40 40 [1I1] Rate of wages paid

62) 5 & i ‘®E ) 7 70 7 a1

60 40 25 50 45 R e ﬁ 50

g W. Vo, oooons 60 50 50 43 433 & 50 ﬁ 15 Rateolwﬁ&ld

Washington, D. C........ N 50 50 624/2§2.25-2.50 50 50 50 50| e82.2

Wimington, Del.........{ (1} 50 5 50 % 40 45 40 40 3
@ Per day. ¢Bricklayers. ¢ Per yard, ¢ 4 Holsting, kCutters.
b Masons, d Per thousand. [ Per week, A Metal, iBwing.
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Labor wages in building trades where mot protected but duly organized—Continued.

] Marble Sheet- Laborers
T Gas Carpen- Btone Electri- Cement
Name of city. cuttersand | Painters. metal Roofers. and hod Remarks.
. fitters. | ters. | cutters, [OUttemsal woetal | clans. finishers, | &nd bhod
Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents. | Cents. Cents. Cents. Cents, Cents. -
ATDOUY N X o oo ose oo ot v 374 Y el 373 50 | - 50 313
Atlanta, Ga....--..omnnnn @ §3. 00 |a$2.50-3.50 50 50 (082.50-2.75| a$3.00| ©$3.00| a8l.75 5 a$§1.25 | Roofers work 10
hours. Other
trades 8 hours,
Baltimore, Md........... o e VB mw| s 37 @ 28 g0
Boston, Mass............. 5 9] 50 4 303 £33 sff 130 50 | e &
Buflalo, N'Y covvnromnsss 433 I 50 50} 37} 373 40 22430 | 40 18-22
Burlington, Vi........... as2.75 a§2.75 X4 SR |t it R et B @SLS0.76 | All trades work
ours.
Birmingham, Als........ 623 40 45 623 47} 473 43} % 56} a§l1.25 | Roofers and orna-
1 mental jron set-
| ters, 9 hours.
Chicago, .o eeee.ren.. .. 65 56 561 561 50 564 623 523 55 % | Painters 55 cents, |
: an. 1, 7
Cincinnati, Ohle......... 37 5 563 as4.00 a5-47} 25-40 0§ 373 W0 €40 | Marble cutters and
setters work 9
Cleveland, Ohio...... .. 56 423 s0 /3 ol 37 an 31 25-40 50 25-281
Colambus, Ohio........ 35 40-45 50 50 35 |0 §2.50-3.00 37540 a1-40 35 { :3”3,'
Denver, Col0....eenneee.. 62} 55 gop {70 } 50 56} 50 0 arhse| 43Ty
Detroit, Mich. . ©$2.50-3.50 30-40 50 |a $2.00-3.00 25-40 25-35 |a §2.50-3.00 { ;MM }as.zao-sm $§1.50-2.00
Duluth, Minn............ 62} 45 563 50 45 473 45 Wy
T N T i { 30 o ¥ »| w0 wd........J 40 30-25
Grand Rapids, Mich- ... 383 35 & 0 35 27-30 27-40 |3 §2.25-3.00 |@ $2.50-8.00 113-221f N all trades
Wor ours.
Galveston, Tex.......... 623 * 1B R R e e 45 40 45 45 75 25 Bmo!w&%pud
1 F sdme 8s 1907,
Indianapolis, Ind. ... ... 40 € 50 4075 2057} 0 e e L { ooy ez, o i
Jersey City, NoJove.ooe.. 861 50 02} 62 45 50 50 50 623 37
Kanses City, Mo......... 623 4 56} 45 ) 40-50 5 sl %
Marble and sh.aa;
7 wagl7s|) el workess,
Loulsyille, ¥ ...cccvvacafeciniviscans T340 50 { o } 373 30§ o)., B0-40 { ac§ 50 hou%m
- = - % e - . - % 5 |U Setters 10 bouss.
Minn. ... 40 ni 56} 20-50 Ei ﬂz 313373 25-30 80-35 20 W:&g-muh
Montreal, Canada. ....... % 223-30 2640 25-30 25-30 80-35 23-20 223 2 15-20 | All trades work 9
Memphis, Tenn. .. ... £0 5 P R ey 413 40 413 20-50 20 Bauotg?iaug;w
same as in 1 .
New Orleans, La......... 50 85-45 45-50 45-50 37 3545 45 30 4D-50 20-27% | Plasterers’ hodcar-
riers, 35 cents.
New York Oity, N. ¥.... €2 2} 2} o) a8350 56} L 2 3280
Newark, N Jeeeeeeeaeais 50 50 60 56} 473 50 50 431-50 35-40 35
Omaha, Nébr 56} 8043 &0 45 45 40-50 40 52 50 25-30 Ratnutwvf:slﬁld
ﬁi m %0 SAme 85 -
- &% § 5 °8 =N *f--s 3
40 a1 50 50 3 40 37} ;| et 21-28'| Rate of a
I same as .
: s arble laborers, 25
20-87} 45 0 0 40 40 ) 20 l.s{ =, m“‘":%mm
- cenl
Rochester, N. Yo--...... 404 57 an £3.00 a7 37 373 373 21-23 | Iron setters’ help-
iers, $2.50 per day.
s13 5062} 02} 02} 50 50-624 50 50 62} 25313 e
wor:
0561 3545 el el 0 40 41*{ H- 223 15-25, e Suer:
borers, 10 hours.
75 a2 62 02} 56} 687 eyl SRR @ {{ 1 Gemeat i, %
66} 0 563 56} 50 56} 65 s AR
$5.00 $4.50 $4.00 $6. 00 $4.50 $4.50 | 33 50-4.00 £5.00 85,00 % | Rato scalo is by
47 373 45 45 37 45 m 40 50 25 i
T & e 40 i s TR a7} ;. 50 20
40 80-35 50 8035 3 393-35 20 2580 30-40 25 muo:mwa
1 same as in
Tacoma, 70 45 70 40 45 623 &0 623 50 31-45
Toledo, OBID. ... ennaemrs 50 35 50 50 3 I a7 25 5 25
Wheeling, W. V. o.on.. 467 373 50 £0 7 40 a7} £0 |082. 25-2. 50 | Rate of wages paid
- same as
Washington, D. C........ 0 ) 50 56} 50 50 2] ol Setso
Wilmington, Del........... 0 @ 0 50 40 35 3 35 &
e Per day. cBoft stone. e Hod carrlers. kSlate.

¢ Betters. i Per week., i
tHard g dLaborers. £ Cutters. A Composition. 4 Holsting. 1 Metal.
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BExHIBIT 5. CLOTHING—FACTORY PRODUCT—continuoed.
[From Bulletin 77, United States Bureau of Labor, 1907.]
S Average hours A“w
per week. per i
Averagehours | A wages
per week. peri Emg:ur. Occupation and geographical division.
Occupation and geographical division. 1906. | 1907. 1906. 1907,
1906. 1807. 1906. 1907.
Bewing machine opmtms, female:
Burlers, female: South Atiantior .- sas | 17 | o7
= Mr":lhalamnuc .............................. 59.02 | 5S.87 | $0.1434 | $0.1467 North Central sto00| ‘1030 | 1ses
ers, male: 3
. NORth AUGDHE..—ooooeeoenece .56 | 68.49| .1586| .1628 Bosal: okl .- ctdl |l i
Loom | XErs, e
IO ACBINNE e Fom e v e o oo .08 | san| .omm|  .omw7 MRS Shadee o €0 | -1
Bpoolerrsﬁl’male:
MN“:“ ,:mu:lté!‘h """""""""""""""" o | s CLEE HA Protected by tariff of from 70 per cent to 118 per cent. Paragraphs
W Nordlb‘“mg%ﬁ,&'ﬁﬁi&"'ﬁﬁ """"""" it oot Lo mght;k ?;ple in trade making brave endeavors to organize,
eavers, brussel n e:
Norlj: ........... e 58.20 | 58.24 . 3004 . 5048 Average percentage of lnhor%n all textiles 19.5 per cent.
m l.nntic ............................. 59.75 | 59.88 .1583 .1575
‘Weavers, ingrain, fomale: COTTON GOODS.
S X T O, S 57.16 | 50.46 | .1567 | .1501
W!ndﬁhfemale
N Atlantie. . o s e 58.47 | 58.59 | .1250 1378 Average hours | Average wages
per week. per hour.
Protected by a tariff of from 50 to 114 per cent. (Pars. 380 to 390.) Occupation and geographical division.
Work people in trade poorly organized in some localities; It is pro-
hibited by employers. 1006, | 1907. 1906, 1907.
Average labor percentage of all textiles is 19.5.
CLOTHING—FACTORY PRODUCT.
58.62 | $0.1242 | $0.1383
H etk S
Occupation and geographical division. B .
1906, 1007, €0. 47 L1127 1263
L1413 L1549
Buttonhole makers, machine, male: o L1124
55.70 .1346 1484
56. 09
L2171 L2448
L1434 .1560
53.38 .1282 L1642 L1683
53.77 . 1688
54.43 | .1692 (1909 | 2208
= 56.00 1217
54. 46 1487 .1199 .1333
0899 .0009
52. 51 . 8672 .1098 .1210
So‘l.lt.h Atlmtle- 5 v 53. 62 3192
North Central... FE 48, 63 . 4131
Bonth Gl . . vors o n e s sntm e d AR 57.14 | '57.14 2256 L1120 . 1290
- 0761 L0904
. 3761 . L0710
0999 | .1148
. 4267
. 3616
4382 1978 .2328
L4244 L4198
b8. 55 . 1698 1940
Examiners, male: - 63. 54 117 1270
North Atlantie...ccvesmicssivecsaseonnanian 52.08 | 52.84 % : % 6482 | .1105 1127
£ 5 347 | (a7 United States. ... .uexurssvrasssnnrrsnsess | 0.0 | o0.21| .1408| .1719
L2021 2021
58.85 | B58.67 L1483 1668
65.76 | 63.44 1129
L1447 . 1468 62.80 | 62.98 0950 0955
L1159 L1195
) 60.17 ’ 50.73 | .1366 | L1531
United States. 2 . 1303 L1341
Finishers, female:
North AtIantio.....sceeceencnnassesarerasssa 55.13 | 54.88 L1161 L1301 DYEING, FINISHING, AND PRINTING TEXTILES.
= 56. 78 L1155 L1278
54.00 | .1346 L1877
55.91 1015 . 1051 .
55.16 | .1201| .1288 58.47 | 58.36 | $0.1282 | 30.1368 |
59.02 | B8.85 .1435 L1472
2.9 Zgﬁg fﬁ 58.98 | 58.74| .1333 1417
Bal Bl o s.06| 6853 .40 150
54.70 | 2280 2369 57.72 | B6.8B6 | .4534 + 4520
58.20 | 58.27 . 4476 4477
55.12 .2188 . 2243
55.88 | .2579 2349
54.03 L3108 . 3161 Protected by tariff of from 17 per cent to 61 per cent (par. 313
56.75 2791 2800 t(o 3143;3)5-317) and on cotton threads from 20 per cent to 78 per cent
I
55.16 - 2320 - 2351 n%?ork people making brave endeavorng ;so organize.

Average percentage in all textiles, 1
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Al

FOUNDRY AND MACHINE SHOP. FURNITURE.
Averagehours | A wages
Agegsehom Am&m per weel. m
Occupation and geographieal division. Occupation and geographical division.
r 1
1906. | 1907. | 1906. | 1907. ot st B o ) B
57.70 | 57.30 | $0.2962 | $0.3068 %D.f m.in_rg ngorg
AR e
56.06 | 56.65| .3435| .3541 bitnd e IR G
5439 | 5411 | .3873 4207 55. 65 2577 V2571
56.60 | se.53| .3m1| .3200
40.17 | .3691 .3630
ﬁg ﬁﬁ %"&}; _% North Central........cvvmensssssensneneneae| 5697 | 56.01 | .2850 |  .2036
nelnal el T2 UntOad BIates:. .. ;. coneensenmsatnmesnsivn 52.73 | 53.80 | .3221 3222
58.42 | 5834 48
5403 | 5342 3007 L2576 2636
56.00 | 55.73 | .3162 | 04| 708 25
| 5.8 1778 1745
5524 | 55.64 | .2871
54.00 | 54.00| .2630 58.03 | 2101 L2156
57.11 | 57.95| .3087
58.50 | B57.18 . 1500 54.20 772 L2860
50.62 | . .1855
55.78 | .21 57.72 | .74 -2236
50.00 | . L1907
54.12 | .2m48
55.93 | .2738 57.28 2256 .2313
|
54.73 | 2744 | 49.01 | .3000 .3981
. 55.48 | .20675 L2748
55.64 | .2708 | .
:t;‘i ! -3.?3 : 53.38 | .3104 .3148
” -2603 | yarnishers, male:
5”"] 2807 | .2084 | ' U"NOHO A tantie 2441
o | bt e L
56.43| .2701| 2780 el meb e
: : :
o (e TRIONE Fiuten: 10,5 .01 soa b llacemthy 57.25 | sT.11| .2072 .2080
5488 | 1257 | .1497
Protected by tariff of 35 cent. (Par. 211.)
54.88 | .1250 L1496 Work people poorly oriuml.
Average percentage of labor in general manufacturing goods, 19.9.
56.19 | .1623 | .1681 Sl
Ra am —
. o |
56.86 | 1540 | 1572 St b il s, bobo o
55.04 | 2412 | 2508 i atinannd,
Occupation and geographical division.
5.19 | .100 | 170 ¢ 1906. | 1007. | 1006. | 1007,
55.86 3
54. 47
5512 50.12 | $0.1810 | $0.1832
56,25 57.40 | 1969 L1094
53.04 6L.16 | .1984 .2076
55.40 59.74 | .1801| .1939
sa.30| . g " 40.65 | .8413 L6570
50.74| . B 7 : 55.50 | .5738 L5698
64.00| .3222| .3500 North Central. . 40.08 | 49.90 | .672 . 6806
54.00| .4305| .4653
United States..........-es S n i AR 50.21 | 50.24 | .6510 L6616
55.13 | .3077 |
47.77| .7018 7088
55.76 | .3180 50.00 | .7994 .8000
55.18 3090 49.49 . T846 LTT04
55.90| .8104| . |
56.10 | .3218| .3339 United States. ....oceeenmnsaceansnaeenan.| 48.65 | 48.42 | .7718 L7804
54.54 | 4227 .4277 PR i
Blowers, ow glass, male:
55.74 | .3234 3317 B T A I 41.91 | 41.05 | .82 9443
North Gl = oo it 40.00 | 40.00 | .8571 .9213
Pattern makers, metal, male:
North Atlantie 56.56 | 3282 | .3422 United States..c.emzsaaiasiasescascraasen. .20 | 41.21| .8772| .9350
North Central.. 54.70 . 3093 . 3064
Cutters, window male:
United States 5405 | .am3| .3u3 NmﬁAﬂmtE- - 44.41 | 44.45| .7044 L7450
North Central.. .| 55.14| 55.54| .6831 . 7490
Pattern makers, wood
North Atlantie 55.62 | .3458|. .3542 49.02 | 49.07 | .6953 . 7490
South Atlanti 55.17 | .3437 .3510
North Central 55.05| .3420| .3436
Bouth Central 56.45 | .3342 | .3522 5 57.16 | 57.55| .7519 L8471
Western.....ceeeeers 54.83 | .4534 | .45% North Central.. R 56.35 | 56.00 | .6788 7738
United States .a512 | .3s67 Untbed BERtOH. o e oo = oecsissnnnans osensan 56.81 | s56.87 | .7208| .sus
Gaﬂergz't%hx m .17 | 5128 | .537m 5300
Protected by tariff up to 91 per cent on knives and variable on innu- e D N 3 q v K
it & NorthOeriteal. -2 sl s sz sk ﬂ.ml .8014 . 7080
Various trades in this industry fairly o ized. Average percenta, TIDREAY BERLOR. <o v oanarnncnnussasnosassanss 4 [l - |
of Iabor cost in iron and steel produets, 21.10. 55 ted Btates 5L.04 | sL10| .5583| .5680
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GLASS—continued. HOSIERY AND ENIT GOODS.
Average hours Avexaﬁ wages Average hours | Average wages
per week. per hour. per week. per hour.
Occnpation and geographical division. Oceupation and geographical division.
1006. | 1907. | 1006. | 1907. 1006, | 1907. | 1906. | 1907.
50. 48 58.60 | 58.08 | $0.2002 | $0.2220
58. 00 63.80 | 6370} .1148 L1444
49.50 58.12 | 67.75| .1403 L1415
50.51 59.66 | 59.12 | .1682 L1885
41.94 58.05 | 5.7 | .1377 .1458
et 6416 | 6420| -ose5| l10m
b 58, 57.18 | .1108 .1165
58.51 | ss.87| .127 .1353
59.07
58,88 63.28 | 60.30 | .2081 L2030
59. 66 64.33 | 6441 .11% L1241
50,41 57.48 | 57.23| .27 .3023
6L.65 | 60.33 | .2112| 2144
57.44
59. 54 58.35 | B8.07 | .1348 .1381
. 36 59.38 | 59.25| .1001| .1059
5.33 | 66.12| .1073| .1164
57.21
Packers, male: 57.74 | . 57. 46 1226 L1270
antie. . » G
North Central. .. 59. 46 % %g :ilégg }311%
United States: - oooeooieesoasonsiiennnns | 7.5 | ool il d S0 A I
: 50.85 | 59.40 | .1275| .1332
50.16 | 58.87 | .1272| .1310
33 62.64 | 62.18| .0756 L0847
' 57.50 | 56.98 | .1187| .1104
59.45 | 59.06 . 1151 .1199
59.26 | 50.35 | .1697 | .1757
65.30 | 65.54 . 0877 . 1158
56.32 | 56.50 | .1628 | .1833
60.10 | 60.33| .1470| .1629
i W
. - 58.63 58. 75 . 1032 L1014
L1751 .1840 56.00 | 55.00| .1208| .1216
. 1003 .1936 58.35 | 58.30 | .1051| .1088
P t tarift of from 4 2 Ribbers, I
R it O BeRreant Mo 853 AEcanl: (REE 0T | o O A 50.78 | so.62 | .o5| 1704
Work people in trade highly organized. North Central.....-ccanecesenrnrecees ———eee| 69.00 | B8.96 | 1226 L1224
Average percentage of r in glass, 37.1. United States 50.62 | 50,41 1430 1549
Average hm] Amgwaes Protected by a tariff of from 30 to 64 per cent. (Pp. 325 to 827.)
. e hical divish per T ot Work people poorly organized.
Average per cent of labor In textiles, 19.5.
1906. | 1007. | 1906. | 1907
IRON AND STEEL, BAR,
Blocke: .
North AHANH. -« vneeeeenaneens —eeeeeeee-.| 53.85 | B53.88 |80.3534 | 80.3647 A e e
lorers, e verage wages
North Atlantic 85.43 | sL67| .1960| 1071 o s per week, e s,
North AUANHE. - veesansrsennremnses Tl 53.70 | 53.02| .2881| .2801 sl o
Curlers, male: 1906. | 1907, 1906. 1907.
North Atantie. .-« .eene e eemmeeed, SEARE M 0K T 6848
Feeders, female:
. Nao ﬁﬂmﬁc.- ....... 5412 | B4.18 1145 +1266 Catchy 3,1
Inishers, e T b L e o R e e T i e o e e g e e
S BuE el Snl amo|  DERAEEce Sl al A
gers, (2 s | e N e A e - : = A
Nerth Atlamble: oo oiaiiiinaiiiii: §5.95 | 54.14 | .3304 -3244 &%&m&m %% g% é&iﬁ %
Furll\“oru: A’uﬁgltfe. 5518 | 5400 | .1644 1759 .
N O s . .
et et TIORS BN . oren s e i) 65.44 | 65.20 | .3078| .4034
- North Atlantie... 54.00| 5411 .2025 -2959 | Hoaters, male:
‘ouncers, male: orth Atlanties .. o oo eci cavas 6470 | 64 : :
North: Atlantie 54.31 | 53.72 2542 +2451 gmth,gumu.- .l BLES mg ,?7% ﬁ
: orth Central 67. : 2 ;
5 North Atlantie.. . 53.04 | 53.58 | .3004 3135 = Cen S ng %% ﬁ ﬁg
NOTEH AHANHE. . oo avansearansasonssnansansan 63.79 | 53.91 | .3001| .3665 United States 66.49 | 66.50 | .5710 | .5028
Trimmers,
= h;;:rth}aﬂmﬂr 54.33 | 53.65[ .M60| 1507 | e , male:
ers, female: North Atlantic. 67.64 | 67.50| .2456| .2587
3 tie gy 53.20 | 53.32| .1260| 1386 South Atlantie. 60,92 | 6L00| .218| .2740
North Cen 66.90 | 66.99 | .3340| .3224
got‘;md.ptg & taxill of from 35 to 02 per cent. (Par. 442.) Eouth --| 7200 7200( .1821| .1033
ork peo trade 3 F [
Average percentage of labor in miscellaneous, 19.9, United State8. oumeeeemeeamnnes seeennnnnans 67.10 | 67.10| .2707 - 2844
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IRON AND STEEL, BAR—continued.

Average hours
per week.
Occupation and geographical division.

A perbour

1906. | 1907.

1805, 1907.

Hot stralghteners, male:
North Atlantic

$0.2066 | $0.2124

63. 07

61. 06 15635 .1701
69. 75 « 2600 2543
72.00 . 1366 . 1418
65.76 | .2078 2125
63, 66 « 7042 L7734
61.33 L7002 L7739
70,30 | 1.0850 1.0397
72.00 .01 1. 0059
66. 61 8674 8031
65. 33 . 3854 . 4040
61.14 3410 3785
61.37 . 5182 . 5761
72.00 3324 3519
63. 64 4407 . 4804

IRON AND STEEL, BESSEMER CONVERTING.

00.33 | 61.26 | $0.5440 | $0.5320
74.00 | 7400 | .4220 | L4412
86.55 | 06.55| .0174| .6382
75.00 | 75.00 | .3808 4125
65.00 | 06.00| .5302| 5360
60.00 | €9.39 | .3142| 2082
72.00 | 72.00| .2103| .2820
67.00 | 67.00 | 3430 | (3428
65.14 | 64.20 [ .1790 | 1689
68.33 | 68.45| .2870| .2812
64.74 [ 65.40| .3%07| .3710
73.50 | 73.50 | 3166 | .3459
60.55 | 66.55 | .4443 | 4424
75.00 | 75.00 | .2240 | .2527
67.86 | e8.00| .3702| 3736
g 06.48 | 67.20 | 4084 | .3831
South Atlantic. 72.00 | 72.00 412
North Central. . e .| E0.55| 50.85| .5765| .5440
South Gentral. 2o o0 Lol 66.00 | 66.00 :
61.09 | 6.73| .4705
B6.41 | 53.20 | 5230
74.00 [ 74.00 [ . 4502
North Central. . 51.53 | 51.53| .7088
South Central.. 66.00| 66.00 | .4229
United States 57.10 | s5.42| 5712
Vessel men, male:
65.00 | 57.00 | .5512
72.00 | 72.00 | .4128
55.00 | 55.00| .7634
7800 [ 78.00 [ 3040
63.97 | 60.55 | 5777

Protected by a tarill of from 13 to 14 per oent.‘ (I"ag. 1r24’)

Work people in trade fairly organized among i

a

poorly organized where the trust controls.
Note.—Frightfolly long hours these people w

ork.
Average per cent of labor in iron and steel products, 22.10.

IRON AND SBTEEL, BLAST FURNACE.

pre

Cinder snappers, male:
North AUADHE. .. ..ooveerasamanasssnosnaans 84.00 | $0.1478 | $0.1567
South Atlantic... 84. 00 L1375 1404
North Central.... B4. 00 L1743 L1794
BouthCentral......cc.cccicnasancsnanses asa 84.00 | .1287 L1264
United States....c..cciieanacnns Pransenana 84.00 | 84.00 | .1499 . 1569

Hot-blast men, male;
North Atlantle. . .c.ccivessamnisadsassenaasast 5400 | B4.00 . 1813 . 1907
South Atlantic £84.00 . 1536 L1561
North Central 84.00 1750 - 1897
South 84.00 | .1560 . 1530
United States 84.00 | .1738 .1822

IRON AND STEEL, BLAST FURNACE—continued.

Average hours | A
per week. mo:ra.m
Occupation and geographical division.

1906. | 1907. 1906. 1807,
84.00 | 84.00 | £0.2023 | $0.2137
84.00 | 84.00 . 1836 « 1865
84.00 | 84.00 .2133 - 2228
84.00 | 84.00 . 1662 . 1656
84.00 | 84.00 . 1981 .2070
84.00 | 84.00 . 1637 L1718
84.00 | 84.00 . 1396 L1428
84.00 | B4.00 -1749 1841
84.00 | 84.00 1287 -1331
84.00 | 84.00 1573 L1644
81.95 | S1.98 . 1640 .1763
84.00 | 84.00 . 1330 . 1537
T70.46 | 79.46 . 1095 . 2005
84.00 | 84.00 . 1583 1501
azotl 82.11 .1555\ 1765

Tariff of from 19 to 41 per cent. (Par. 129,
Average per cent of labor gross of product, 25.1. s
LUMBER.
Average hours | Average wages
per week. per hour,
Occupation and geographical division.
1006. | 1007. | 1906. | 1907
Cant setters, male:
North Atlantie 60.00 | 60,00 | $0.1850 | $0,1950
North Central. 60.83 | 60.83 . 2089 L2179
South Central . 60.00 | 60.00 1875 L1875
Western 60.00 | 60.00 . 2050 2175
United States. ......ciisnisinenaninannanas 60.63 | 60.63 | .2053 2129
Carriage men, male:
North Atlantie.. .. ..coecoicenrenennncnananss 60.00 | 60.00| .2685| 2750
South Atlantic.. 6L.98 | 60.76 1589 . 1638
North Central. .. 60.25 | 60.26 +2330 L2432
South Central 60.82 | 60.42 . 1067 L2152
Western. . . .coacconrcanssannnssancnnsoaam=-f 0000 | 60.00 ST L2578
United BIALES. ..coumamnrnnaaaaasnrassasasn 60.55 | 60.81 | .2183] 2300
-

62.21 | 62.27 . 1433 L1449
60.34 | 60.48 .1831 -1906
60.37 | 60.39 | .1787 L1844
6l.56 | 6L.50 | .2040 L3138
60.64 | 60.73| .1934| 2013
60. 00 . 2765 - 2773
61. 06 L1765 L1821
60. 21 + 2576 - 2641
60.30 | .2428 .2523
60.00 | .3268 .3420
60.28 | .2554 | .2024
60.00 | 60.00 | .3500 L4421
62.50 | 60.69 L4440 4725
60.00 | 60.00 .4816 - 4864
60.09 | 60.52 = + 5708
60.00 | 60.00 .6113 5402
60.43 | 60.18 4814 8057
60.00 | CO.00 . 1688 .1799
South Atlantic. 60.71 | 59.96 . 1332 < 1367
North Central.. €0.32 | 60.16 L1744 L1804
Sounth Central.. 61.00 | 60.74 | .1507 . 1604
€0.00 | 60.00 .2103 2245
60.44 | 60.22| .1720 | .1806
60.00 | G0.00 .5136 L4870
63.45 | 61.36 .5191 . 5304
60.29 | 60.30 3 5230
61.14 | 60.60 | . L5070
60.00 | €0.00 4975 . 5069
60.54 | 60.37 . 5303
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LUMBER—continued. PAFER AND WOOD PULP—continued.
Average hours Aven?wngm Average hours | Average wages
o per week. per hour, per week. per hour,
Occupation and geographical division. Occupation and geographical division.
1006. | 1907. 1906. 1907. 1906. | 1907. 1206. 1907.
Bswg’]nrs, circular, male:
orth Atlantie 60.00 | 60.00 | $0.3500 | $0.3500 61.11 | 53.99 | §0.2771 | $0.3349
Bouth Atlantie 61.67 | 60.83 L3673 L3700 68.35 || 68.35 . 2606 . 2716
60. 00 . 3667 L3411
60. 00 .5119 5378 62.41 | 58.27 2757 3249
60.00 | .5456 L5699 -
United Btatesi....cmvensernsesnnsnnasaaaa| 00.24 | 60.12 L4477 L4439 North Atlantie. .......ccuu- e R e = oA 66.73 | 55.90 1572 .1842
NorthCentral. . ... ...eeeeeesncaneacaccasnss-| OLd44 | Bl.44 .1343 .1453
60. 00 2308 2375 Uniiad Biabes. .. caciccccaaraiataioens 65.79 | 59.33 .1531 AT
56.00 1667 .1833
60.38 L3072 .3210 PﬂlgI
60.00 2815 2877 R RN i e 68.11 | 52.64 1592 1975
60. 00 . 3083 . 8250 North.CatTBl s cmeeiasnonresssinananaasf TS | F1.08 L1342 L1402
50.81 . 2766 . 2886 United States............ e 68.51 | 54.07 . 1566 .1939
Rag sorters, male:
6. 00 . 2067 .2133 North .lt.lantla.---.. ...... s eamanaspannsann 57.85 | 59.86 L1675 .1628
6219 1494 . 1496
60. 31 L2274 . 2285 sorters, female:
60.43 | .1700 | .1836 Orth RO, oo e s asa i bebasans e nnuiy 52.10 | 62.85| .1043| .1150
60.00 | .2487 2585 G e Y R R RS e b i S 59.56 | 59.64 | .0979 L1168
60, 46 L2150 2160 53.77 | 54.63 1029 . 1156
Protected by a tariff of from 2.78 to 15.84 per cent. (Par. 197.) 61.39 | 56.28 | .2066 .2421
Work people fairly organized in the West. 7L.75 | 71.75 | -1833 . 1885
62.22 | 57.72 - 2019 .2371
PAPER AND WOOD PULP.
62321 56.78 . 1837 . 1990
Avmga;&urs Avamﬁ; wages, | NorthCenbnal....o..oeeeoeeioeeenoeoncao. 50.90 | 50.89 | .1505| .1618
xeciw D L S N (7 T R W S IR | 6181 | 57.24 it
o tion and: geographical division. United States......c.cccevemes &7, . 1609 932
1006. | 1007, 1 Protected by a tarlff of wood pulp free to 10 per cent. (Par. 402.)
Y i Paper from 5.58 to 49 per cent. (Pars. 403 to 409.) 2
Work people fairly o ized.
Back tenders, male: : Average percentage of labor miscellaneous, 19.9.
Nnrmefﬁanﬁr ..-| 64.14 | 5514 | 20.1766 | 80.2249 POTTERY.
33| 68.33 | .1580 . 1664
Average hours | A
57.57 727 .2142 per week. W
Occupation and geographical division.
53.34 .1783 &
e7s| 18| 2 1906. | 1007. | 1906. | 1907.
56.19 | .1750 -1982 | 1,
(o ntd 1T e S S e 40.50 | 46.50 | 80.5206 | £0.5654
53.47 | .20%6 2113 North Central.....ocoeeeneraeneiiennnnne. 44.43 | 44.54 | .5382 . 5268
6257 | .1640 | 1068 i
United BEALES . - . . oo v ome e rmmr ] | 45.06 | 4512 | .m0 | .sss2
55. 81 . 1936 . 1909 Tigger men, male: ]
North AHantie....ccvecreereereonsnsommeenee| 51.39 | SL28| .4854 . 4356
56.20.) .1980 L2047 North-Contralt oo o el e i 53.00 | 53.00 . 4T72 . 4406
64. 88 L1752 A7
United Sto8e8. .. covereancermrmrannanenss 52.41 | 52.37 | .4620 | .4445
United States.........cccoeeencennsaeaasa| 57.00 | 57.07( .1026 1902 | o g - I
Calenderers, female: North Afantic: . oo vecoece e e iia s | 6244 | 62.44 . 3084 . 3684
North AtANLC. . oooeseeessoacsacasasanns| 55.00| 5500 .1382) .1505 North Central....ovnuemiemninrinniannnees 82.15 | 82.15 | .2500 | .2500
Wﬂmdmm _____________________________ 5224 | 58.01| .o2123 172 United StateSe .. .ooeemnnenanemnanenenees| 7400 | 74.00 | 2084 - 2084
North Central. e E e S p e i TR L R T - 1758 L1706 i
[ . North Atlantie. 46.43 | 46.70 | 3800 2707
PN RO o it s epepemasastacicp, BRI SR b BV E DM, erth Gantrat...: 5.7 | 4571 lwss| a2
1
T T ST S S AR s04| c0.18| .188| .ua United States...... ceee| 46.04 | 4613 .3033 | 4084
North.Cantral......ccveasmeisssromasarananes 50.95 | 50.97 | .0956 L1046 Mold mal I
e e e T T G 2 North ASBIEI .o oo foces e msisamimiises 53.15| 53.15| .3868| .3833
HE i e Mk -aos - .10 North Central.....o..oeoeomseeeooseoreooeees| 5240 | 52.40 | 3452 | 3481
%Amt:h 48.55 | 48.37| .2180 2133 United BEREE. ..o oo v oo m e mne amanes | 52.70 | s2.70 | .3610 . 3607
North Central. 60.00 | 60.00 1766 L1879 male:
1 5
Novth ARt e insunnsnsinsiss SZ72| BLGR L4354 L4445
United States.....ocnnnnnene 5l 50.18 | .2062 . 2263 sl e e e 5200 | 5300 ‘3787 :3610
N AR o os s e s sa e 80, 56.06 | .1778 19508 1331507 817 e e e |_ﬂ 81| 577 L4140 L4207
VS T e - S b i A t m‘m.&ﬂm.s"mﬂs_ 50,81 5L 07 5046 800
ﬂf‘ Ve I (L fuc ol T 7 o i i 4
OO AR - i e s scan stz 1 W0 O GO0 K TS0 10 TN et el e e a7at | amat| lmmal|  lpa
nishers, female:
X North- Akt G Sat L LTt 57.70 | 56.70 | .1313 1374 United Btates. .. e e ceimaceeeeaa| 4013 | 4019 | 5134 . 5131
North@entral. . ... oo | 507 | 6052 L1013 L1082
Nortlh- AHanERE . o o i v i da s 40,22 | 46.22 L4807 L4015
il et et e el o A D 5 AR o 4568 | 4568 | .5120| L5477
o e T Pt meeer W (WS United Stabes. .. .eeucommeemmeomneeecioon| 45.98 | 45.83°| 5008 | 5224
T R s e 60.62 | 60,59 | .1409 1550
Protected by a tariff of from 20 to 60 per cent. (Pars. 90 to 92.)
L [ By L o e T TN R T 50.63 | 50.11 | .1555 L1593 Work people highly or Note the reasonable working hours.
. Average percentage of labor in clay products, 37.1.
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PRINTING AND BINDING, BOOK AND JOB. PRINTING, NEWSPAPER.
Average hours | A wages Average hours | Aw wages
per week, per ﬁw’. per week. per hour,
Occupation and geographical division. : Occupation and geographical division.
1006. | 1907. 1906, 1907. 1006. | 1907. 1908, 1907.
inders. male:
Bw;‘f?:nh Atlantie...cccciiiiceransnronorneanana 53.34 | 52.82 | $0.3440 | $0.3514
Bouth Atlantie. . 54.00 | 53.08 . . 3269
North Central.. 53.84 | 53.63 3150 . 3195
South Central. .| B.52| 5817 .3128 .3213
B 1 R e e S 49.56 | 49.64 . 3046 <4165
53.36 | 53.02 . 3280 3363
50.53 | 50.16 . 3614 3712
51.82 | 50.85 .8271 . 3356
51.29 | 5119 L3421 . 3433
52.60 | 52.91 . 3337 . 3409
42.07| 48.01 | .4335 . 4671
United States 5L.01L| B0.75 . 3537 3620
mAt{mﬁc‘r _________________ 5..87| 5.5 L2887 L8077 Nort.h’Atla:;t.lC.............................. 46. 66 %ﬁ 34?;? i g{
North Central. 52.96 | 52.29 . 2758 A %ﬁ % %
............... 1 [ .
United States........-..... 52.24 | 5L.T4 2843 s O s
trot. male:
ElecN At]ant.t(: ............................. 5154 | 5L.63| .4218 47.73 | 4337 4558
North Central. = 5 g ﬁ: g . 3505
bt 45, 64 . 5285 %
S etk 25 4873 | 4208 4380
51.36 L3973 4200
. 4545 48.74 . 5027 56T
. 4213
. 4608 47.68 | 47.39 L4752 4905
. 4731

Protected by a tariff of from 16 per cent to 40 per cent (par. 408).
. 4625 . 4675 Work people highly organized. ote the reasonable hours.
Laborers well organized, as a rule, :

Aveirage percentage of labor in printing products, 21.6.

2 &R | 3| SpeEs
as8 || 8| 25288

3062|3083
« 2087 o 1) SHIPBUILDING.
.5321 | . 4808
78| .2812
. 54.92 | 55.13 | $0.3003 | $0.3066
Press feeders, male: 57.52 | &7.77 L2738 2753
North Atlantic 52.49 | .2086 58.72 | 58.58 2056 3095
South Atlantic 52.75 | . 1600 53.87 | 53.83 | .3833| .3995
g:ntg%ﬁ‘al %3‘3 &”3 1712 ‘ : :
U . .
_________________________________ | i s United StAteS....cueerescncnssseenaessanns| 50.01 | 55.20 | .2088 3063
United States 5262 | .1040 | 5418 | 54.00| .2876| .2057
58.36 | 58.67 | . 2622
Press feeders, female: 59,46 | 59.11 szgmé 3125
North Atlantic 53.96 | .1265 54,00 | 54.00 | 4274 L4702
o e el s el e
n! e .
Bouth Contral. .. .....icccsecensvsssosisbinas 53.069 | .0089 o] wd |
UDited S18888. . eoeoieeerensararenrones 53.93 | 5374 | .1279 | 55.74 | 55.40 | .oms2 |  Les10
- 54.28 | 54.23| .2332| 2305
Pressmen, male:
North AtInHe. .o oooneececenirnianneasosss 52.81 | 52.62 | .3550 5?'33 21'$ % 32%
e A SRR e '
orth Cen . . .
South Central. 52.04 | 3136 iR e S e
Western........ 48.94 | 4357
United States 52.75 | .3475 | o fmaoosl o0
54.00 | .3100 |  .3300
Proof readers, male:
Nortg Jtﬂm]g.c 5?_% 3.;2& 40.00 | .5958 7000
SBouth Atlantie - . 8656
North Central. 43| .3815 58| 308
South Central .50 | .3588
7 R e R R 86| .4006 53.88 | 52.64 | .3146 3340
United States | 50.41| 3058 | | saa| de| B
52.81 | 53.23| .4329 4500
Proof readers, female
North Atlantic 5L.72 | 2928 54.99 | 5421 .3146 3206
South Atlantic .00 | .1636
North Central. 52.03 | .2736
Bouth Central . 51.14 | 2388 55.92 | 55.73 | .2368| ° .2536
Western...... 49.50 | .3099 56.29 | 56.02 | .1791 1775
_ 56.04 | 56.85 | .2082 | 2359
2709 | 54.00 | 54.00 | .2%23| 3016
55.93 | 55.79 | .2207 2403
.1269
e 55.07 | .2608 . 2700
(] 58.05 | 2437 | .2528
1098 57.73 | .2136| 2960
. 54.00 | .4036 | .4123
=100 56.65 | .2002 | 2814
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SHIPBUILDING—continued.

WOOLEN AND WORSTED GOODS.

Average hours | A wages Average hours | Average wages
per week. pergou.r per week. per hour.
Occupation and geographical division. . Occupation and geographical division.
1906. | 1907. | 1906. 1907, 1906. | 1907. 1906, 1907,
Jolners A iaatio 55.53 | 55.15 | $0.2088 | s0.3083 | Burlers, female:
0] e S e A Sy SR Ta e 8 8 2
HoOth ATSIa o s g s 2;% g:m 9750 g-gg North Atlantic......... S vessass| 58.31 | 57.89 | $0.1002 | $0.1153
() L % 2 , male:
2 ile faadly North Atlantic. ......coevevasrracrrsmsanenss 58.73 | 58.49 L1213 .1290
L 2 A A MR GRS eessss| 83,72 5366 | . <4458 | (ord stri pers, male:
DA BEAB, . Consee amonensansiasaes weo-.| 55.92] o7 | .381| 3148 mﬁmﬂ‘gﬁ}&ﬁ“ﬁc ------------------------------ B5-08.1 167.%;| A4 - o130
Laborers, male: North Atlantic.......... seemsssssasassannass| 0920 | 5857 .1219 .1239
North Atlantie........... 55.54 | 565.58 L1677 L1756 bers. female:
South Atlantic.... 56.81 | 56.68 . 1356 .1418 North Atlantle.......... et L e e .0948 0958
North Central. . 58.02 | 50.00 . 1605 .1755 | Dyers, male:
Western: . ....cl.20ln el saaaadsusn ansawed] . OO0 HE00 - 2204 . 2300 North Atlantle.....cciccicacisavivicasaanaasy 0043 | 58.91 .1408 1500
2 Loom fixers, male:
United States....... eeevesesssseseneessne| 56.56 | 57.02| .1622| 1677 . North Atlantic.......ivecveesnnesseaneecaea.] 58.38 | 57.00 | .2546| .2674
Machinists, male: vam‘ﬁ““m- mma:
g:rai:gnflig"""“‘ _______ T ﬁ;ﬁ ?;’g % % lnI;m .Mlm:.ﬁﬂ.....'.......................-. 58.32 | S57.70 . 0951 . 1159
L .17 x . . ':rt.i:l 0y
North Central. ... ... 59.32 | 50 e | | e e smgrasyzzersensos 58.08/) 08,00 | 1085 .118%
Western.......coueneenes 54.00 | 54.00 | .3769 | .3928 & thAﬂu:nuc. _____ 2 S weeeeneeeend| 5857 | 58.45| .2027| .2088
eavers, male:
United States.........covenieunnnaneacens.] 56.41 | 56.28 - 2015 - 2058 NordlA\‘-hmtic-............................. 58.73 | 58.51 2025 . 2116
Molders, iron, male: Weavers, female: ]
North AHANHC. ..oeneeeeeerennaaeeenenannns] 56.07 | 55.28 | .2870 | 2007 North Atlantic.......ccoeeeeeeeaeaeeernnnnn| 6818 58.07| L1697 | L1841
North Centrato-~. Sor | SAk| Bme| 3k
ST - £ 3 Protected by a tariff on—
PURRERD.oooc 40 cdu s i oot crcoed) I | ez Wool, from 35 to 140 per cent. (Pars. 365 to 372)
arns, from 0 per cen ar. "
United States..... b Sy S o e RO W] [ T s .3218 L3225 Knit fabrics, from 55 to 141 per cent. (Par. 374.)
Painters, male: Blankets, from T1 to 143 per cent. (Par. 375.)
u i . d ntage o or extile produc 9.
North Central...... 50.18 | 57.30 10 . 246 ATSRY, PRCOINE 4 )
B T v 5.00 | 54.00 3025 32719
United 8tates............... resmnnanananss| G034 | BEEL - 2508 . 2664 ExmisiT 11.
Pattern makers, male:
North Atlantic.......c.couee aesmssavamevaeas| DO.921] 55.79| .3228 .3235 A comparison between the platforms of the two great political parties
PR R Sl R TR B L | .3162 .3346 | from 1856 to 1908 on the tariff, monopoly, reciprocity, and income tax:
W ek et S| sem| wa| wn Republican_platforms. Democratic_platforms.
1856. 1856.
United Btates. .. cocranviniaiiiiiaaainis 56.56 | 56.80 3440 3454 Tariff, silent. Tariff, silent.
Ri , male: Monopoly, silent. Monopoly, silent.
orth AGAR.Co o cin s e siim v st saansrass 55.57 | 55.10 | .206¢ .2163 Reciprocity, silent. Reciprocity, silent.
South Atlantie. ... 56.15 | B5. L2366 ~ 2361 Income tax, silent, Income tax, silent.
North Central.. .| 56.69 | 56.10 . 2183 . 2281 1860. 1860.
WeStBn. oo cmenieeacncianeseens] B0.57| B2.29 | 4802 (4030 TARIFF:
United 8tates.....ccceeecuencaineanacaa.| 55,00 | 54.92 | .2400 L2458 12. That while providing reve- Tariff, silent.
Riveters, male: i n:.le] fGor the supp%rt %r tEhe Gen-
} : ; eral Government by duties upon
North Atlantic... 55.19 | 54, . 3345 3375 | imports, sound policy requires
South Atlantic. 58.16 . 2280 <220 | guch an adjustment of these im-
North Central.. 56. 04 722 L3408 posts as to encourage the develop-
Western............. et 54.00 . 3097 . 3689 mh?t %Ims ‘ﬂdﬂ;&ff’fﬂl igtmsts af
the 1whole country; and we com-
United StateS.........ccoeuueerreenneeen..| 56.58 | 56.28 | .2784 | .3072 | mend that policy of nationmal ex-
changes - which secures to the
Work people well organized in the West. workingmen liberal wages, to agri-
eulture remunerative prices, to
SILK GOODS. mechanics and manufacturers an
adequate reward for their skill,
A q A lﬁ.b&r. and entelipi'lse. “dttto thg
verage hours Wi ation commerclal prosperity an
per week. W m%&pendetl:ce. = o - Siane
Occupation and geographical di onopoly, silent. onopo silent.
s P e neclprocfty. silent. Reclpme{fy. silent.
1006. | 1907. 1906. 1907. Income tax, silent. Income tax, silent.
1804, 1864,
Beamers, male: Tariff, silent. Tariff, silent.
} Monopoly, silent. Monopoly, silent.
Dwﬁﬂ’;‘sh,‘:g:l“:m 56-97 | 56.89 | 80.1887 | $0.1038 Reciprocity, silent. Reciprocity, silent.
NOTth AtANC. +.eneevreereesarsssnnnernens.| 57,60 | 57.17 | .1085| .1163| Income tax, silent. tncome e, sient.
yers, male: 1868, 18468,
lmgoﬁrg;ra:ﬂautlt_:.................... .......... 55.64 | 55.66 | .1054 . 1902 g‘[nriﬂ', ?ile:fi : g‘{arm‘. e;llcn}i .
,male. onopoly, ent. onopoly, silient.
= Nort;;g;}:ptlc.................... .......... 58.15 | 58.03 | .2656 2768 neclpi?oe ty, silent. i{eclpruc ty, sllllenr.
North Atlantic............... LT e s | was)l Lams|l Lz | - Pocome Ak SEEL Ao
Quillers, female: s
North Atlantle............ LY erenensna| DI.T4| BLT5 L0018 0984 TARIFF. TARIFF.
Bpim;ers; male: 7. The annual revenue, after 6. We demand a system of Fed-
North Ablantie. oo iannaia v ia s £8.02 | 56.74 L1017 +1035 | paying current expenditures, pen- eral taxation which shall not un-
Spinners, female: slons, and the interest on the pub- necessarily interfere with the in-
Northr Atlanfss oo il riinaiii s 58.91 | 58.44 .1035 «1136 | lic debt, should furnish a moderate dustry of the people, and which
Twisters-in, male: J balance for the reduction of the shall provide the means necessary
North Atlantle:. .. .co.civesanamsasssansacss 57.91 | b67.92 +2301 2564 | principal, and that revenue, ex- to pay the expenses of the Govern-
w s, mala: .| cept so much as may be derived ment, economically administered,
X )g]r_:hléﬁrzﬁﬁc ............ ressssssaneeseaae.| 96.27 | B56.37 | .2403 + 2505 rrhm:al él mx oti s&ba‘?eo 311& liquors, tb%! extllsi)otus. fihe mt:‘leMtt onedthe
jers, g shou ra y duties upon public debt, and a moderate reduc-
m?\orlh Atlantio.....ccconencimannnenaacaaaaoo.| 5812 5770 | L1568 -1663 | importations, the details of whlch_?[on annually of the principal
Weavers, male: L should be so adjusted as to aid in thereof; an recognizing at
North Atlantie.......ccuvrennnssnnnnnnnsaass] 57.86 | 57.68 + 2086 2177 | securing remunerative wages to there are in our midst honest but
Weavers, fomale: labor, and promote the industries, irreconcilable differences of opin-
Mok Ao . . cnein i ives s nansn s 58.33 | 58.02 | .1543 +1700 | prosperity, and growth of the ion with regard to the respective
Wam;ers ribbon, male: whole country. systems of protection and free
North AtANHC....-ceeneeeinennnviiancnanass| 56.14| 56.18 . 2543 « 2513 11. Among the questions which trade, we remit the discussion of

bl;g;gccted by a tariff of from 46 per cent to 130 per cent. (Par, 392

Work people poorly or

ized.
Average percentage of labor in textile products, 19.5.

press for attention is that which
concerns the relations of capital
and labor, and the Republican
party recognizes the duty of so

shaping legislation as to secure

the subject to the people in their
e ssional districts, and to the
decision of the Congress thereon,
wholly free from executive inter-
ference or dictation.
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full protection and the amplest
field for eapital, and for labor, the
creator of capltal, the largest op-
portunities and a of the
mutual profits of these two great
seli\;!mts olt clviiiux.%tion.
onopoly, silent.
Reclprogty. silent.
Income tax, silent.
1876.
TARIFF.

8. The revenue mnecessary for
current expenditures and the obli-
ations of the public debt must be
ely derived from duties upon
imlfortatians, which, so far as pos-
gible, should be adjusted to pro-
mote the interests of American
labor and advance the prosperity
of the whole country.

Monopoly, silent.
Reciprocity, silent,
Income tax, silent.
1880.
TARIFF.
5. We reaffirm the belief avowed
]tll:a 1876, that ;he duties livlcdldtgg
e purpose of revenue shou
diacr?minu.te as to favor American
labor.
Monopoly, silent.
Reciprocity, silent.
Income tax, silent.

1884.
TARIFE.

The largest diversity of industry
is most productive of general pros-
perity, and of the comfort and in-
dependence of the people.

e therefore demand that the
jmposition of duties on foreign im-
ports shall be made, not * for reve-
nue only,” but that in raising the
requisite revenues for the Govern-
ment such duties shall be so levied
as to afford security to our di-
versified indunstries and protection
to the rights and wages of the
laborer, to the end that active and
fellipent JD0% fust sewary, and
tal, ma ve us X
the labgrin man full share in
the national prosperity.

Against the so-called * economic
system of the Democratic party,
which would degrade our labor to
the foreign statn ard, we enter our
earnest protest.

The D%mocmtic party has failed
complete‘liy to relieve the people of
the burden of unnecessary mxg
ntlol} by a wise reduction of th
surplus.

The Republican farty ledges
itself to correct the ineq ties of
the tariff and to reduce the sur-
plus, not by the vicious and indis-
criminate process of horizontal re-
duction, but by such methods as
will relieve the taxpayer without
mj“mtg_l th? laborer or the great

ve in

groduc terests of the coum-
Ve ize the importance of
sheep husbandry in the United

States, the serious depression which
it is now experien , and the
danger threatening its future pros-

: and we therefore mn?ect
mands of the representatives

u forei
mpg; lnt;]uxg
adequate pro

Monopoly, silent.

Reciprocify, silent.

Income tax, silent.

1876.
TARIFF.

Reform isg necessary in the sum
and modes of federal taxation, to
the end that capital may be set
free from dilstrust and labor lightly

burdened.
We denounce the present tariff,
Ievied upon nearly 4,000 articles,

as a masterplece of injustice, in-
uality, and false pretemse. It
ﬁelda a dwlndll.nf not a yearly
rising revenue, It has impover-
ished many industries to subsidize
a few., It cgnrgomblts imports that
might pur the products of
American labor. It has degraded
American commerce from the first
to an inferior rank on the
seas. It has cut down the es
of American manufactures at home
and abroad, and depleted the re-
‘}E{lﬂstﬂt ?T]“!?ﬁnb h‘ultu.re—nn
ustry follow: y our
ple. It oostsnthe people five tlﬁes

more than produces to the
Treasury, obstructs the processes
d wastes the

of production, am

fruits of labor. It promotes fraud,
fosters smuggling, enriches dishon-
est officlals, and bankrupts honest
merchants. We demand that all
custom-house taxation shall be only
for revenue.

Reciprocity, silent,
Income tax, silent.
1880,
TARIFF.
. The Democra
trigzd ota labor ug"&i"ﬁﬁgrﬁg
man, and ple itself to protect

him alike against the cormorant
and the commune,

Monopoi¥ silent.
Reciproc fy, silent,
Income tax, silent.
1884,
TARIFF.
e on the ;- lican
¥, the platform says: “
esses a desire to elevse 'lab:rn;rﬁ
has sub, American working-

men to the competition of convict J
and i:nportea' euntrae;t I.lbar.‘_’

“It proffers a pledge to correct
irregulari of our tnri& it

per cent reduction; its Congress
gave a reduction of less than 4
ger cent. It professes the protee-

on of American manufactures; it
has subjected them to an increas-
ing flood of manufactured goods
and a hopeless competition with
manufacturing nations, not one of

which taxes raw materials. It
Pmresses to protect all American
ndustries; it has Impoverished

many to subsidize a few. It pro-
fesses the protection of Ameriean
labor; it has depleted the returns
of American culture and in-
dustry, follow by half of our
people,”

* The Democracy pledges itself to
purify the ndminist:?atlon from cor-

Monopoly, silent.
Bec{pm ty, silent.
Income tax, silent.

1888.

PROTECTION TO AMERICAN IN-
DUSTRIES.
We are uncompromisingly in fa-
vor of the American system of
rotection ; we protest nst its
struction as glr:p
President and
gserve the interests
will support the interests Amer-
fca. We accept the lsmue and con.
fiden a
their yjudpgmt. The protective
system must be maintained. Its
abandonment has always been fol-
lowed by general disaster to all in-
terests except those of the usurer
and the sheriff. We denounce the
Mills bill as destruetive to the gen-
eral b , the labor, and the
farming interests of the country,
and we heartily indorse the con-
gistent and gatrlutlc action of the
Republican ePresentutlm in Con-
gress in opposing its passage.
DUTIES ON WOOL.

We condemn the proposition of
the Democratic T';.l:y to place
wool on the free and we in-
gist that the duties thereon shall
be adjusted and maintained so as
to furnish full and adequate pro-
tection to that industry through-
out the United States.

MONOPOLY.

We declare our opposition to all
combinations of eapital, o zed
in trusts or otherwise, to control
arbitrarily the condition of trade
among our citizens; and we reec-
ommend to Co and the state

rty. They
Europe ; we

! tu in their tive ju-
rmw!i? s, such legislation as will
prevent execution of all

ruption, to restore economy, to re-
vive respect for law, and to re-.
duce taxation to the lowest limit
consistent with due regard to the
preservation of the faith of the
nation to its creditors and pension-
ers. Knowing full well, however,
that legislation affecting the oper-
ations of the people should be eau-
tions and conservative In method,
not in advance of public opinion,
but responsive to lts damn.nSs. the
Demoecratie party is pl to re-
vise the tariff in a spirit of fair-
ness to all interests. But, In mak-
ing reduction in taxes, it is not
fropoeed to injure any domestic
ndustries, but rather promote
their healthy growth. From the
foundation of this Government,
taxes collected at the custom-
house haye been the chief source
of federal revenue. Such they
must continue to be. Moreover,
many industries have come to rely
upon legislation for sueccessful con-

uance, so that any change of
law must be at mrg step regard-
ful of the labor and capital thus
involved. The process of reform
must be subject in the executicha to
this in dictate of justice; all
taxation shall be limited to the re-
quirements of economical vern-
ment. The necessary netion
and taxation ean and must be ef-
fected without depriving American
labor of the ability to compete sue-
cessfully with foreign r, and
without imposing lower rates of
duty than will be am to cover
any increased cost of production
which may exist in consequence of
the higher rate of wages prevail-
Ing in this country. Sufficient rev-
enue to pay all the expenses of the
Federal Government, economically
administered, including pensions,
Interest and prineipal of the pub-
lie debt, can be got under onr pres-
ent system of taxation the
custom-house taxes on fewer im-
ported articles, bearing heaviest on
articles of luxury and bearing
lightest on articles of necessity.

e therefore denounce the abuses
of the exis tariff, and, subject
to the p ing limitations, we
demand that federal taxation shall
be exclusively for publie purposes
and shall not exceed the needs of
the Government, economiecally ad-
ministered.”

Our established domestic indus-
tries and enterprises should not and
need not be endangered by the re-
duction and correction of the bur-
dens of taxation. On the con-
trary, a falr and careful revision
of our tax laws, with due allow-
ance for the difference between
the wages of American and for-
eign labor, most promote and en-
courage every branch of such in-
dustries and enterprizses by givim,
them assurance of an extend
market and steady and continnous
operations. In the interests of
American labor, which should in
no event be neglected, the revision
of our tax laws contemplated by
the Democratic party should pro-
mote the advantage of such labor
by cheaPenin¥ the cost of mneces-
saries of life in the home of every
workingman and at the same time
securing to him steady and remu-
nerative em&l:&ment. Upon this
question of reform, so closely
concerning every phase of our na-
tional life, and upon every ques-
tioh involved in the [‘i_l\'ob em of"
ood the De tie

B Vv ,

party submits its prineciples and

rofessions to the intelligent suf-

grngu of the American people.
TAXATION.

The Republican party, control-
ling the Senate and resisting in
both Houses of Congress a refor-
mation of unjust and unequal tax
laws which have outlasted the
ne ties of war and are now
undermining the abundance of a
long peace, denies to the people
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schemes to oppress the people by
undue charges on their supplies,
or by unjust rates for the trans-
rtation of their products to mar-
et. We approve the teﬁis!atlon
by Congress to prevent alike un-
fust burdens and unfair discrim-
nations between the States,

Reclprocity, silent.
Income tax, silent.

1892,

THE PRINCIPLE OF PROTECTION.

We reafirm the American doc-
trine of protection. We call atten-
tion to its wth abroad. We
malntain that the prosperous con-
dition of our country is largely due
to the wise revenue legislation of
the last Republican Congress. We
believe that all articles which can
not be produced in the TUnited
States, except luxuries, should be
admitted free of duty, and that on
all imports coming into competi-
tion with the products of Ameri-
can labor there should be levied
duties equal to the difference be-
tween wages abroad and at home.

We assert that the prices of
manufactured articles of general
consumption have been reduced un-
der the operations of the tariff act
of 1890.

We denounce the efforts of the
Democratic ma{ority of the House
of Representatives to destroy our
tarif laws plecemeal, as mani-
fested by their attacks upon wool,
lead, and lead ores, the chief prod-
uets of a number of States, and we
ask the people for their judgment
thereon.

equality before the law and the
fairness and the justice which are
their right. Thus the cry of
American labor for a better share
in the rewards of industry is stifled
with false gretenses, enterprise is
fettered and bound down to home
markets, capital is discour

with doubt, and unequal, unjust
laws can neither be properly
amended nor repealed. The Demo-
cratiec party will continue, with
all the power confided to it, the
stroggle to reform these laws in
accordance with the pledges of its
last platform, indorsed at the bal-
lot box by the suffrages of the

ople.

Opt all the industrious freemen
of our land the immense majority,
including every tiller of the soll,

in no advantage from excessive

x laws, but the price of nearly
everything they buy is increased
by the favoritism of an unequal
system of tax leglslation. All un-
necessary taxation is unjust taxa-
tion. It is repugnant to the creed
of Democracy that by such taxa-
tion the cost of the necessaries of
life should be unjustifiably in-
creased to all our people. Judged
by Democratic principles, the in-
terests of the people are betrayed
when, by unnecessary taxation,
trusts and combinations are per-
mitted to exist, which, while un-
duly enriching the few that com-
bine, rob the body of our citizens
by depriving them of the benefits
og natural competition.

Reclprocity, silent.
Income tax, silent.

1802.

TARIFF LEGISLATION.

Sec. 3. We denounce Republican
protection as a fraud—a robbery
of the great majority of the Amer-
fcan people for the benefit of the
few. We declare it to be a funda-
mental prineiple of the Democratic
party that the Federal Govern-
ment has no constitutional power
to impose and collect tariff duties
except for the purposes of revenue
only, and we demand that the col-
lection of such taxes shall be lim-
ited to the necessities of the Gov-
ernment when honestly and eco-
nomlically administered.

We denounce the McKinley tariff
law enacted by the Fifty-first Con-

ress as the culminating atrocity

of class legislation ; we indorse the
efforts made by the Democrats of
the Freaent Congress to modify its
most oppressive features in the di-
rection of free raw materlals and
cheaper manufactured goods that
enter into general consumption,
and we promise its repeal as one
of the beneficent results that will
follow the action of the people In
intrusting power to the ﬁemo-
cratic party. Since the McKinley
tarilf went into operation there
have Deen ten reductions of the
wages of the lnborlnﬁ men to one
increase. We deny that there has
been any increase of prosperity to
the country since that tarif went
into operation, and we point to the
duollness and distress, to the wage
reductions and strikes In the fron
trade, as the best possible evidence
that no such proaqfr[ty has re-
sulted from the McKinley Act.

e call the attention of thought-
ful Americans to the fact that, af-
ter thirty years of restrictive taxes
against the importation of forelgn
wealth in exchange for our agri-
cultural surplus, the homes and
farms of the country have become
burdened with a real-estate mort-
gage debt of over §2,500,000,000,
exclusive of all other forms of in-
debtedness'; that in one of the chief
agricultural States of the West
there appears a real-estate mort-
fage debt averaqlng $165 per cap-
ta of the tota pulation, and
that similar conditions and ten-
dencies are shown to exist in the
other agricultural exporting States,
We denounce a policy which fos-
ters no industry so much asg it
does that of the sheriff.

TRIUMPH OF RECIPROCITY.

We I?omt to the success of the
Republican policy of reciprocity,
under which our export trade has
vastly increased and new and en-
larged markets have been opened
for the products of our farms and
workshops. We remind the people
of the bitter opposition of the Dem-
ocratic party to this practical busi-
ness measure, and claim that, exe-
cuted by a Republican adminis-
tration, our present laws will
eventually give us control of the
trade of the world.

Monopoly, silent,

Income tax, silent,
1806.
TARIFF.

We renew and emphasize our al-
legiance to the policy of protection
as the bulwark of American in-
dustrial independence and the
foundation of American develop-
ment and prosperity. This true
American gollcy taxes forel

roducts and encourages home in-
ustry ; it puts the burden of reve-
nue on foreign goods; it secures
the American market for the
American producer ; it upholds the
American standard of wages for
the American workingman ; it puts
the factory by the side of the
farm, and makes the American
farmer less dei)endent on foreign
demand and price; it diffuses gen-
eral thrift, and founds the strength
of all on the stremgth of each.
In its reasonable application it
is just, fair, and lmpartial ; equally
opposed to foreign control and do-
mestic monopoly, to sectional dis-
f{ilnatlon and individual favor-

We denounce the present Demo-
cratic tariff as sectional, injurions
to the public credit, and destruc-
tive to business enterprise. We de-
mand such an equitable tariff on
foreign imports which have come
into competition with American
products as will not only furnish
adequate revenue for the necessary
exfenm of the Government, but
will protect American labor from
degradntion to the wage level of
other lands. We are not p]edFed
to any particular schedules. The
question of rates is a practical
guestiou to be governed by the con-

itlons of time and of production ;

the ruling and uncompromising
ernciple the protection and
evelopment of merican labor
and industry. The country de-
mands a right settlement, and
then it wants rest.

RECIPROCITY.
We belleve the repeal of the reci-
rocity arrangements negotiated
g the last Republican administra-
tam was a national calamity, and
we demand their renewal and ex-
tenslon on such terms as will

equalize our trade with other na-
tions,
which now obstruct the sale of
Amerlean products in the ports of
other countries, and secure en-

remove the restrietions

RECIPROCITY. v

Sgc. 4. Trade interchange on th
basis of reciprocal advantages to
the countries participating is a
time-honored doctrine of the Dem-
ocratic faith, but we denounce the
sham reciprocity which juggles
with the people's desire for en-
Iaried foreign markets and freer
exchanges, by pretending to estab-
lish closer trade relations for a
country whose articles of export
are almost exclusively agricultural
products, with other countries that
are also agricultural, while erect-
m% a custom-house barrier of pro-
hibitive tariff taxes against the
richest countries of the world, that
stand ready to take our entire sur-
plus of products, and to exchange
therefor commodities which are
necessarles and comforts of life
among our own people.

MOXOPOLY, TRUSTS, AND COMBINA-
TIONS.

Sec. 5. We recognize In the
trusts and combinations, which are
designed to enable capital to secure
more than its just share of the
joint product of capital and labor,
a natural consequence of the pro-
hibitive taxes which prevent the
free competition which is the life
of honest trade; but we believe
thelr worst evils can be abated by
law, and we demand the rigid en-
forcement of the laws made to
prevent and control them, together
with such further legislation in re-
straint of their abuses as experl-
ence may show to be necessary,

Income tax, silent.

1896,
TARIFF RESOLUTION.

We hold that tariff duties should
be levied for purposes of revenue,
such duties to be so adjusted as
to operate equally throughout the
country, and not discriminate be-
tween class or section, and that
taxation should be limited by the
needs of the Government, honestl
and economlcak[{s administered.
We denounce as disturbing to busi-
ness the Republican threat to re-
store the McKinley law, which has
twice been condemned by the peo-
ple in national elections, and
which, enacted under the false

lea of protection to home indus-
ry, proved a prolific breeder of
truosts and monopolies, enriched
the few at the expense of the
many, restricted trade, and de-
prived the producers of the t
American staples of access to their
natural markets,

Until the money question is set-
tled we are opposed to any agita-
tion for further changes in our
tariff laws, exce¥t such as are nec-
essary to meet the deficit in reve-
nue caused by the adverse decision
of the Supreme Court on the in-
come tax. But for this decision
by the Supreme Court there would
be no deficit in the revenue under
the law p i a D atic
Congress in strict pursuance of the
uniform decisions of that court for
nearly one hundred ye: that
court having in that decisidn sus-
tained constitutional objections to
its enactment which had pre-

viously been overruled by the"

ablest judges who have ever sat
on that bench. We declare that it
is the duty of Congress to use all
the constitutional power which re-
mains after that decision, or which
may come from its reversal by the
court as it may hereafter be con-
stituted, so that the burdens of
taxation may be equally and Im-
partially laid, to the end that
wealth may bear its due propor-
:.]iontof the expense of the Govern-
ent.

Reciprocity, silent,
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larged markets for the
our farms, forests, and factories.
Protection and reci ty are
twin measures of Rej can poilﬂc{
and go hand ;ﬁ h. Democra;
has ly struck down
both, and both must be reestab-
lished. Protection for what we
produce ; free admission for the
necessaries of life which we do not
produce ; reciprocity ts of
mutual interests which galn open
markets for us in return for our
g&en market to others. Protee-
n builds up domestic industry
and trade, and secures our own
market for oarselves: rocity
builds up foreign trade, and fnds
an outlet for our surplus.
Monopoly, silent,

roducts of

Ineome tax, silent.
1900..

TARIFF POLICY REAFFIRMED.

We renew our faith in the pol-
fey of protection to American
labor. In that policy our indus-
tries have been established, di-
versified, and maintained. By pro-
tecting the home market, compe-
titlon has been stimulated and
roduetion cheapened. Opportun-
?ty to the Inventive genius of our

ple had.sebeen sec?re!d 1:1?3 wa
n every department o T -
tained at high rates—higher now
:ib];m egr before, nm%n;lways‘ d%

shin, Wor| ple

their bettl;‘r ggrnditiugs of life from
those of any competing country.
Enjoying the blessings of the
American common school, secure
in the right of self-government,
and protected in the oceupancy of
their own markets, thelr constantl
inereasin knowledge and ski
have ena them to finally en-
ter the markets of the work

TRUSTS.

We recognize the necessity and
ropriety of the honest C‘Oﬂgﬁl’&-
?Inn of capital to meet new busi-
ness conditions, and especially to
extend our rapidly imcreasing fop-
eign trade; but we condemn all
conspiracies and combinations in-
tended to restrict business, to ere-
ate monopolies, to lmit produe-
tion, or’ to control prices, and
favor such legislation as will effec-
tively® restrain and prevent all
such abuses, protect and premote
competition, and secure the rights
of producers, laborers, and all who
are engaged in industry and com-
merce.

MONOPOLY, TRUSTS, AND POOLS.

The absorption of wealth by the
few, the consolidation of our lead-
ing rallroad systems, and the for-
mation of trusts and pools uire
a stricter control by the Federal
Government of those arteries of
commerce. We demand the en-
largement of the powers of the In-
terstate  Com ce isslon
and such restriction and guaran-
tees in the eontrol of railroads as
will protect the people from rob-
bery and oppression, d

Income tax, silent.

1800.
TARIFF RESOLUTION.

We hold that tariff duties should
be levied for purposes of revenue,
such duties to be so adjusted as to
operate equally throughout the
branches of the National Govern-
ment, to enact any legislation de-
signed to 1pr‘t'\'é:-nt or even curtail
the absorbing power of trusts and
illegal combinations, or to enforce
the antitrust laws already on the
statute hooks, grxmves the insincer-
ittlv of the high-sounding phrases
of the Repulblican platform.

CORPORATE INTERFERENCE IN GOV-

ERNMENT,
Corporations should be pro-
tected in: all their rights and their
legitimate interests should be re-

spected, but any attempt by cor
porations to Interfere with the
publie affairs of the people, or to
control the sovereignty which ere-
ates them should be forbidden
under such penalties as will make
such attempts impossible.
THE DINGLEY TARIFF LAW.

We condemn the Dingley tariff
law as a trust-breeding measure,
skillfully devised to give the few
favors which they do not deserve

to place upon the many bur-
dens which they should not bear.
TRUSTS.

Private monopolies are indefen-
sible and intolerable. They de-
stroy competition, control the

ice: of all material and of the

ished produect, thus robbing both
producer and consumer. 'They les-
sen the emgloyment of labor and
arbitrari x the terms and con-
ditions thereof, and deprive indi-
vidual energy and a small capital
of their opportunity for better-
ment. They are the most efficlent
means yet devised for appropriat-
ing the fruits of industry to the
benefit of the few at the ex
of the many, and, unlrss their in-
satiate greed is checked; all wealth
will be aggregated in a few hands
and the Regubllc destroyed.

The dishonest paltering with
the trust evil by the Republican
party in state and national plat-
forms is conclusive preof of the
truth of the charge that trusts
are the legitimate product of Re-

ublican policies; that they are
ostered by Republican laws; and
that they are protected by the Re-
publican administration for cam-
paign subseriptions and political
suppeort.

We pledge the Democratic party

to an g warfare in nation,
State, and city inst private
monopoly in every form. Ex|

Ilaws against trusts must be en-

forced and more str t ones
must be enacted, prov for
to the affairs: of cor-

publicity as
porations en n interstate
commerce, requiring all corpora-

' neither must be per

RECIPROCITY FAVORED.

We favor the assoclated poliey
of reciprocity, so directed as te
open our markets on favorable
terms for what we.do not our-
selves produce in return for free
foreign markets.

Income tax, silent.

1904.
THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF.

Protection which guards and de-
velops our industries is a cardinal
licy of the Republican pal.'rfr
g‘?}e measure of protection shounld
ual the differ-

always at least
i production at

ence in the cost
home and abroad.

We insist upon the maintenance
of the principles of protection, and
therefore rates of duty should be
readjusted only when conditions
have so changed that the public
interest demands their alteration;
but this work can not safely be
committed to any other hands than
those of the Republican party. To
intrust it to the Democratic party
is to invite disaster. Whether, as
in 1892, the Democratic ;&arty de-
clares the protective tariff uncon-
stitntional, or whether it demands
tariff reform or tariff revision, its
real object is always the destrune-
tion of the protective system.

However specious the name, the
purpose is ever the same. A Dem-
ocratic tariff has always been fol-
lowed by Dbusiness versity ; a
He;;gﬂlm tarif by business pros-

rity.
lW'].‘o a Republican Congress and
a Republican President this great

estlfon can he safely intrusted.

en the only free-trade country
among the great nations agitates a
return to protection, the chief pro-
tective country should not ter
in maintaining it.

We have extended widely our
foreign markets, and we believe in
the adoption of all practicable
methods for their further ex-
tension, including commercial ;
procity wherever reciprocal ar-
rangements can be effected consist-
ent with the prineciples of protec-
tion and without injury to Amer-
jcan agriculture, American labor,
or any American industiry.

COMBINATIONS OF LABOR AND
CAPITAL.
inations of capital and of
Ia.bocgm:’re the rea'u.lt tmt ]:at the Elf‘l?{'.
o e age,
nomic movemen! ; hl::lsittﬁuﬂ& tia tl.n-
frin n the rigl a nter-
utsxitu people. Such combi-
pations when lawfully formed for
lawful purposes are alike entitled
to the protection of the laws, but
both are subject to the laws, and
githe: can permitted break
em.

tions: to show, hefore dolng busi-
nesa outside the State of thelr
origin, that they have no water
in their stock and' that they have
not attempted, and are not at-
tempting, to monopolize any
branch of business or the produe-
tion of any article of merchan-
dise ; and the whole constitutional
power of Congress over Interstate

commerce, the mails, and all
modes of Interstute communica-
tion shall be exercised by the

enactment of comprehensive laws
upon the subject of trusts.

THE FREE LIST AS A REMEDY.

Tariff laws should be amended
by putting the products of trusts
upon the free list to prevent mon-
opoly under the plea of protection.

TRUSTS CONDEMNED.

We reaflirm our opposition, de-
clared in the Republican platform
of 1888, to all combinations of
capital, organized in trusts or
otherwise, to control arbitrarily
the condition of trade among our
citizens, We heartily indorse the
action already taken upon this
subject, and ask for such further
legislation as may be required to
remedy any defects in existing
laws and to render their enforce-
ment more complete and effective.

Reciprocity, silent.

Income tax, silent.

1904,
TARIFF LEGISLATION.

The Democratic party has been,
and will continue to be, the con-
sistent o!)pcnent of that class of
tariff legislation by which certain
interests have been permitted,
through congressional favor, to
draw a heavy tribute from the
American peotple. This monstrous

revention of those egual oppor-

nities which our political insti-
tutions were established to secure
has caused what may once have
been infant industries to become
the atest combinations of eapi-
tal that the world has ever known,
These especial favorites of the
Government ha through trust
methods, been converted Into mo-
nopolies, thus bringing to an end
domestic competitivn, which was

. the only alleged check upon the

extravagant profits made possible
by the protective system. These
industrial combinations, by the
financial assistance they can give,
now control the policy of the Re-
publican. party,

We denounce protection as a
robbery of the many to enrich the
few, and we favor a tariff limited
to the needs of the Government
economically administered, and so
levied as not to discriminate
against any industry, class, or sec-
tion, to the end that the burdens
of taxation shall be dlstributed
as equally as possible,

We favor a revision and a grad-
ual reduction of the tariff by the
friends of the masses and for the
common weal, and not by the
friends of its abuses, its extor-
tions, and Its discriminations,
keeping in view the ultimate ends
of * equality of burdens and equal-
ity of opportunities,” and the con-
stitutional purpose of raising a
revenue by taxation, to wit, the
support of the Federal Govern-
ment in all its integrity and vi-
rility, but in simplicity.

TRUSTS AND UNLAWFUL COMBI-

NATIONS.

We recognize that the gizantie
trusts and combinations designed
to enable capital to secure more
than its just share of the joint
products of capital and labor, and
which have been fostered and pro-
moted under Republican rule, are
a menace to beneficial competition
and an obstacle to permanent busi-
ness prosperity. A private mo-
nopoly is indefensible and intol-
erable,

Individual equality of opportu-
nity and free competition are es-
sentinl to a healthy and permanent
commercial prosperity, and any
trust, combination, or monopoly
tending to destrc?r these by con-
trolling production, restricting
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Reclprocity, silent.

Income tax, silent.
1908.

TARIFF REVISION PROMISED.

The Republican party declares
unequivocally for a revision of the
u.rel"i! by a special session of the
Congress immediately tollomg the
fnauguration of the next President,
and commends the steps already
taken to this end in the work as-
gigned to the appropriate commit-
tees of Congress, which are now
investigating the operation and
effect of these schedules. In all
tariff legislation the true m%a
of protection is best main ¥
the imposition of such duties as
will e%tml the difference between
cost of production at home and
abroad, together with a reasonable

fit to American industries. We
ggor the establishment of a maxi-
mum and minimum rate to be ad-
ministered by the President under
limitations ed by the law, the
maximum to be available to meet
the discrimination by foreign coun-
tries against American goods en-
tering our markets, and the mini-
mum representin the normal
measure of protection at home, the
aim and purpose of Republican
policy being not only to preserve
without excessive duties the secur-
ltg against foreign competition to
which Ameriean manufaecturers,
farmers, and producers are enti-
tled, but also to maintain the high
gtandard of living of the wage-
workers of this country, who are
the most direct beneficiaries of the
protective system.

TRUSTS.

The Republican party passed the
Sherman antitrust law over Demo-
cratic opposition, and enforced it
after Democratic dereliction. It
has been a wholesome instrument
for good in the hands of a wise
and fearless administration; but
experience has shown that its ef-
fectiveness can be Btren_af:thened
and its real objects better obtained
Iyg such amendment as will give
the Federal Government greater
supervision and eontrol over and
greater publicity in the man
ment of that class of corporations
engaged in interstate ecommeree
having power and opportunity to
effect monopolies.

competition, or fixing should
be prohibited and punished by law,
We especially denounce rebates and
discrimination by transportation
commmgea as e most potent
agency in &
ening thesl;r unlawgll conspiracies
against trade.
CAPITAL AND LABOR.

We favor enactment and admin-
istration of laws ng labor and
capital impartially their ust

rights. Capital and labor ought :

not to be enemles. Each is neces-
sary to e other. Each has its
rights, but the riqhts of labor are
certainly no less * vested,” no less
*“gacred,” and no less “ unalien-
able ” than the rights of capital.
RECIFROCITY.

We favor liberal trade arrange-
ments with Canada and with t?:leo-
ples of other countries where they

can be entered into with benefit to
American agriculture, manunfac-
tores, or
Income tax, silent.
1908.
TARIFF-

We welcome the belated promise
of tariff reform, now offered by

protect the public from watered
stock and to prohibit the control
by such corporation of more

60 per cent of the total amount
of mezg é)roduct consumed in the
Unit tates; and, third, a law
compelling such licensed corpora-
tions to sell to all {m.rcimsers all
parts of the country on the same
terms, after making the allowance
for the cost of transportation.

INCOME TAX.

We favor an income tax as part
of our revenue system, and we
urge the submission of a constitu-
tional amendment specifically au-
thorizing Congress to levy and
collect & tax upon individual and
corporate incomes, to the end that
wealth mtgebeu its protporﬁonnte
share of burdens of the Fed-
eral Government.

Reciprocity, silent.

Income tax, silent.

Reciproeity, silent.

ExHIBIT 12.
Tables prepared by Byren W. Holt, October 15, 1908, 42 Broadway,
: e New York.]

TapLe 1l.—Showing differences in discounts between export and home

the Republican party, as a tx.rd);
1 L1)

recognition of the
the Democratic tion on this

important work to a party

is so deeply obligated to the highly
protec terests as Is the He-
ublican party. We call attention
o the cant fact that the

promised rellef is postponed until
after the coming election—an elec-
tion to succeed in which the Re-
publican party muost have that
same B‘l:ltppcl‘t from the benefl-
ciaries of the high protective tar-
iff as it has always heretofore re-
ceived from them ; and to the fur-
ther fact that during years of un-
inierrupted power no action what-
ever has been taken by the Repub-
lican Congress as to correet the
ﬁ;qmttedly existing tariff iniqui-
3.

We favor immediate revision of

port duties. Articles entering into
competition with trust-controlled
Fro ucts should be placed upon the
ree list; ma 1 reduoctions
should be made in the tariff upon
the. necessaries of life, especiall
upon articles competing with sue
American manufactures as are sold
abroad more cheaply than at home ;
and gradual reductions should be
made bjen such othel;o schedules as
ma TNECesSATY restore the
tariff to a revenue basis,
Existing duties have given the
ﬁi?ué‘mhic;s ﬂl:gy p;per a n‘heilter
nd w ave organized
combinations to raise the

the immediate
the tariff om wood pulp,
r, Iumber, timber, and
0gs, that those articles be
placed upon the frea list.

TRUSTS.

A private monopoly is indefensi-
ble and intolerable. We therefore
favor the vigorous enforcement of
the criminal law gum:z
trust ma tes and off an
demand the enactment of such ad-
ditlonal legislation as may be nee-
essary to make it impossible for
a_private monopoly to exist in the
United States. Among the addi-
tional remedies we specify >
First, a law preventing a duplica-
tion of directors among competing
eorporations ; second, a license s
tem which will, without abrid,
the right of each State to create
corporations, or its right to regu-
late as it will torelﬂnoozaraﬂons
doing business wi its limits,
make it necessary for a manufae-
tnrl.ng or trading corporation en-
gaged In inferstate
take out a federal
it shall be permitted
much as 25
in which

to control as
per cent of the product
it deals, the license to

discount | Home discount | Fercent
Artieles—Deseription. from list. from list. differ-
ence.
bits, Bnells or Mathieson Per e ana 10 Ve

Aunger bits, or - an €0
Auger bt tern ... 70, 10, and 10 % 5
, and 0 17
80 and 10 75 38
333 25 13

60, 10, and 10 . 60
&am:m 55 g.
60 and 10 &0 11
25,10, and 2 25 o
50 40 20
50 40 20
75and 5 70 26
60,10,and 5 60 7
80 and 10 70 and 10 50
"’””‘iﬁ’, 40 83}
40 25
Bolts, window. 55,20, 5and & €0 23
Bells,?snd,n‘hkﬂ-‘pl&ted-. gg::&lg gg ’;
Bits, expansive, Clark B et 70 and 10 50and 10 66
Bits, expansive, Clark’s genuine. 60 and 10 50and 10 25

Bits, expansive, cutters snd

BCTOWE. cccesmamamnszaasss 70 and 10 50and 10 E5
5and 10 S5and 5 11
70,10, 5and 10 70, 10and 5 11
75,10, 5and 10 75,10and 5 11
70,10, 5and 10 70,10and 5 1
80, 10 and 10 80 and 10 11
75,10 and 10 75 and 10 11
60 and 10 60 1
40 20
55and 10 55 11
70, 74 and 10 70and 7; 11
and 10 70and 5|48 u
60,10, 10 and }g €0, 10 and 10 1
11
€0, 10, 10 dig 60, 10 lg‘ﬁ H
an ), 10 an 1
90, 25 and 10 90 and 25 1
70, 5and 10 70and 5 1
70 and 10 70 1
40 20
75,10 and 7% 75and 5 13
&0 50 20
75 60 and 10 44
50 40 20
40 30 17
80 70 and 10 35
50 40 25
80and 5 70 5
20,10and 2 20 17
25,10and 2 25 b
50end 5 40 27
60, 10 and 10 80 and 10 11
€0, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 11
70,10, Sand 10 70, 10and 5 11
10 N 1
60, 10, 10 and 10 €0, 10 and 10 11
60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11
50and 5and 10 B0and 5 11
60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 1
80, 10 and 10 80 and 10 11
70 and 10 70 u
60 and 10 60 1
75and 10 5 11
75and 5and 10 75and & 11
60, 10, 10 and 10 €0, 10 and 10 11




CONGRESSIONAT, RECORD—SENATE.

3310 JUNE 15,
TABLE I.—Showing differences in discounts between export and home | TasLe I.—Showing differences in discounts between erport and home
prices—Continued, e prices—Continued. -
Export discount | Home discount | FeT “‘“t Export discount | Home discount | Fereent
Articles—Deseription. m list. from list. ol Articles—Description. from list. from list. el
Barn door rollers, hangers, or Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. Per cent.

ShOpE. L SRR A 60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11 | Pliers, farmers’ and machinists’.. 70 50
Dmls,blscmmlth's.............. 60, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 11 | Pruningshears. .........ccoeceee 75 60 and 10 44
Drill chucks, Reids......c.cuv.... 50and 5 40 27 | Planes, iron or w - 70 and 10 48
Doorbdls,rotary.......... 60 and 10 50 36. | Pushbuttons............c.... 70,10, 5and 10 70,10 and 5 1

p PR IS 65, 10 and 12} 65 and 10 14 | Push plates and picture nails. 55 and 10 55 11
Doofrﬁays......... 55 and 10 55 11 | Picture knobs and hooks. .. 60, 10 and 10 €0 and 10 1
Door knockers. . ...ccucaeranasann 75, 5and 10 70 11 | B weights and 60, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 1
Desk hooks.......cccavnamemcnsas 60, 10, 10 and 10 | 60 and 10 and 10 11 Pnste BEERrS. ...uu.e 55 and 5 and 10 S5and & 11
Escutel T o e i mn e s 55 and 10 11 bobs........-- 70, 5and 10 70and 5 11
Extension table fasteners........ 70, 5and 10 708nd 5 11 I‘lows, Emdg&ng.... ...... 40 25 25
Feed cars and measure holders... 25,10 and 2 17 Plows, d contractors’.. .. 40 25 25
Forges, machinist's portable.. ... 60, 10 and 7} 20 40 25 25
Fire fron sets...... e e 60, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 11 60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11
Fluting scissors, Nos. 93, 94...... 33 25 123 75, 5and 10 75and 5 11
qurs 1 T SR 65and 10 50 51 60 50 25

s aRss ot 70 and 10 60 41 40, 10 and 10 40 23

60 and 10 60 18 50 40 20

60,10 and 5 60 17 80,10and 5 80 17

70, 5and 10 70and 5 11 50 40 20

75, 10 and 10 75 and 10 11 | Slaw cotters......... e 50 40 20

60; 10 and 10 60 and 10 11 | Bawbucks.....ccevrmnearansossoe 50 40 20

70, 10, 10 and 10 70, 10 and 10 11 | Sashlocks, Cast.....ccoevruenenn- 60,20, 5,and_5 624 30

10 10 N 23 | Bashlocks, Ives.........ccoeenun 55,20, 5and§ 50 and 10 40

60, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 Srant St.aples wmmht, No. 849........ and 10 50 11

70, 5and 10 and 11 w-drivers, union. . .......... 50 40 20

Net. 11 Bemwdﬂvem. No. 4. .ccencnnan 60, 10 and 10 50 23

e T R G R 50 and 10 50 11 | Serew-drivers, No.80............ 60 60 60
Hot-house pulleys. ......ccueaaes 70 and 10 70 11 | Screw-driver counte: e navas 40, 10, 10 and 10 45 25
Harness hookS. .. ......ceaaeeeee- 60 and 10 60 11 | Sledges, 3 to 24 1bs. and railroad .| 80, 10,10, 10 and 24 8045 14
Hacksaw frames, Sterling........ 50 30, 10 and 10 13 | Shears, tailors’, simplex .......... 40 and 10 20
Hacksaw blades, Sterling. ....... 20, 10and 5 19 | Seythe sna ths.. 50,133.733!!0 5 50 30

Hacksaw power, Sterling. ... 25 and 10 25 11 | Stablegutters,drains,and ,10and 2 25 17
Hat and coatracks............ 50 40 20 | Scoops, potato........ 50,10 and 5 40 40
Hammers, 8 ; IMASONS..... 80, 10, 10 and 24} 80 and 10 17 | Borews, S5aw......... 60 and 10 60 11

60, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 11 70, 74 and 10 70and 74 11

Hammer saw-sets, No. l. 7 and 10 44 75, 10 and 10 75 and 10 11

Horseshoe 80, 10, 10 and 24 80 and 10 17 25,10and 2 17

Hinges, hook and strap 50 40 20 10and 2 Net. 17
; 60 and 10 60 i1

50 and 10 50 11 60 and 10 60 11

Sausagnsmf.!m......... ........ 55 and 10 55 11

50 40 20 | Ecreen-door handles. . and 40 11

50 and 10 50 11 | Shutter screw rings..... 50, 10 and 10 50 23

55 and 10 55 11 | Spring hinges......... 60, 10 and 10 £0 and 10 11

70, 20 and 10 70 and 20 11 | Screen-door sets. ....... 60, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 11

y 80, 10 and 10 80 and 10 11 | Shutter bolts. .. 40, 10 and 10 40 and 10 11

Handles, screw-driver and 60, lﬂ, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 11 | Sereen - 60, 10 and 10 €0 and 10 11

Handles, awl............ S 60, 10 and 10 11 | Store door . 60, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 11

Harness brackets and Shutter knobs and sash % 10 and 10 60 and 11

W oo < s bdnmnamran s darmn 25,10and 2 17 | Sash rails and shutter shu\ms. =4 €0 and 10 60 11
Tee box fasts and ice axes........ 60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11 60, 10, 10 and 10 €0, 10 and 10 13
Iron hay racks and posts. 25, 10 and 12 17 €0 and 10 60 11
Jack chain, or brass........ 60, 74 and 10 60and 74 11 70 and 10 70 11
J WS . o neansanas 75,10, 5and 10 75, 10 and 5 11 80 and 10 80 11
T .mrrlnﬁ. 25, 10and 2 25 17 €0, 10 and 10 60 and 10 ¥
Ke: ,B:ruw ....... . 90 and 10 90 i1 90, 25 and 10 90 and 25 11

fe S Ty = 50 40 20 and 10 663 11
Label plates......... a 60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11 70, 10, 5and 10 70, 10and 5 11
Lamps, driving orpo]lee... : 50 40 25 , Hand 10 50and 5 11
Lamps or lanterns, tubular...... 50 and 10 45 22 80, 10 and 10 80 and 10 11
Lamps, automobile.... . X 50, 10 and 10 45 35 70, 10 and 10 70 and 10 11

< 504 40 20 and 10 663 1

60 and 10 60 11 XN = xeion 75and 5 €0 [¥1]

Tmcks.mgu G5and 5 50 50

70 60 333 T 70 60 and 10 20

Locks, ven o A w,mnnd 5and 5 60 23 75,10, 5and 10 75, 10and 5 11
Let,terplnm ..................... 55 and 10 55 11 10 Net. 11
Locks and latches—door and a1 60 and 10 11
e o 11 | Tacks, doudle pointed........... {2 10 ana 16}, 80, 10, 10 and 10 23

70 and 10 70 11 | Tree pruners,standard.......... 80,10, 10and 5 80 and 10 17

85 and 10 85 11 | Tree ;:mners,talaphnne......... 75 60 and 10 44

70 and Sand ltl 70and 5 11 | Trimmers, bent, japanned....... 75and 5 70 26

l(easuring l.spes, architects ...... 40 20 | Trimmers, bent, nickel.......... 70 60 33}
tapes, leather case. ... !0 25 25 Tlnnm'snlps,fomeds e 50 and 10 50 11

Measuring tapes, steel, pocket ... 50 : 333 33 | Trucks, barrel, No.950.......... 50 40 20
llstmh. pdseeye.....onnuaen.. 75, 10and 5 % 17 | Tobaccocutters:................ 40, 5and 10 40 17
uauls, . R., shi wood Tills, tool racks, and towel rollers 40 20
oppers’. 80,10, 10 and 23 80 and 10 14 | Towel bars and 40 26

Htrp wrin, 40 ‘20 | Transom butts and tub handies . 60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11
Mane com 50 and 5 and 10 50 and 5 11 | Transom catches and chains..... 60 and 10 60 11
Match sales... 10 60 11 | Towel and toilet hooks. 60 and 10 60 11
Meat cutters, 10 Net. 11 | Tackle pulleys 70 and 10 70 11
Molasses 80, 10, 5and 10 80,10and 5 11 | Turn-buckles. 60, 10 and 10 €0 and 10 11
Nut crac 70, 10, 5nnd 10 70,10and 5 11 | Umbrella stan 60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11
60 and 10 60 11 | Vise boxes and screw: 25 13

80 and 10 333 48 | Vises, solid box, 25 to 100 60,10 and 5 60 17

70, 5and 10 70and 5 11 | Vises, solidbox,liﬂwmlbs... 50 25

Veneer ts 60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11

75and 5 60 and 10 57 | Wrenches, Sargent's....... . 75,10, 5and 10 75,10 and 5 1

50 and 10 50 11 | Wrenches, Coes, 40,10, 73, 74, 5and 5 |40, 10, 5and 5 10

Weather strips, flexible.......... 75 60 and 10 44

70 60 and 10 20 | Window cleaners nnd wagon

80 and 10 80 11 and 1 60 11

60, 10 and 10 60 and 10 11 = 70, 5and 10 70and 5 11

60, 74 and 10 60and 74 11 25 n& and 10 224 11

and 10 60 48 60, 10, 10 and 10 60, 10 and 10 11

75and & 70 26 | Whip racks and wheel guuds. 3 25,10 and 2 25 17

Picks, stone aud contractors’ 70,10, 10and & 70 80 | Watering troughs, fron. .... 30, 10and 2 30 17
Plek! mattocks, coal and ore Yokehooks.......ic....cii.. 25,10and 2 25 17

75,10 and & 75 17
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TasLe IL.—Showing difference beticeen export and home prices 01'

TABLE I‘I—Shm::fsy dtﬂcmcs beticeen

ort and home prices of

certain specified articles. n specified articles ontinued.

Home | Differ- Export | Home | Differ-

Articles and description. v ol ] e Articles and deseription, i el [ gl B
Boring machin il des, D handle, N - pid si2. 2 83}

oring m: o Db e e = an 0.2 .per doz. .

ultngm.achinu angu ﬂ%]:x.. ot bt bes 14 Yémtc 5 23 ewal\"zmguard ,nickel case.......each. . .16
Crowbars, lntomibs SRR 38 | Watches, 21 jewel Vanguard, nickel case.... 26
. d 1‘),2 Watches, 21 jewel Crescent st., nickel case. . ﬁ

g
B
11
)
i
2
i
£
:
A

14 | Watches, 10 jewel Riverside, nickel case. .

16 Watches 21 Fsttur'ﬂms.niokdme 2

35 Bads.brus, BINOH DDA . e r b mnr
Revolving . No. - gﬁs’ nm?ml WL
P 8 s, enamaled, 1-inch plilars. ......
Baddler‘spunﬂhea Nos. lto{l ....... 10 | Beds woven wire. ...........

Box hooks, 16-inch . . 1 Bul.l ,sheal 24-in. .
.......... g;r?}-in.
Catuelauders it 3 s e et e
hooh;

S

Plows, shovel, No. 20..
Hoes, berryand

PR, posepre, prapppponppb

grape. .

to, No.1.. . -

wood, bolted.
riar

g.ﬁﬁ%p#ﬂ»w?ﬁ?psw»s
eSSBS 28288 2E88SesESHSskspHESnREIRaRREs8LERREN

HeBeEs.pEanER . BEE, BE B p BB P pBE . BEnrarp, PESEREERSES
SRR R R RS R L R EE eSS E e SRR EE S L ESERREBR s BRRIBEEgRARYR

. wprerBleB, ppBRERRERERS

B RSNy BB RERIRYI R8RS I88akBIEESSS

. pagaps, i,

E22Cnsnnas8 BEEERE«8HE

L pEeEe, | sReppERaE, poBNEREEERE
e

R e R R e E B R S B L NSt o8BS 233538 BAIR888BE53EENS

11
11
- 11
Keys 1 1 h
25 '
1 | e | B i
B | o 12 4wl B
%‘ Shears, tinner's R % i1
a3 ﬂmﬁoﬂa 13 16. 20
4331 | Soap, toilet, Violet. 2. 40, 2
Soap, toilet, J 23. 28 25
143, 335 | Soap, toilet, Le 190, 22 15
244, 331 | Soap, toilet, Vioris, 16.62| 19 15
4 Boap, toilet, 8 14.04 19. 35
017. 1, 13.00 16. 20
563. Soap, toilet, 1L11 12, 15
18 90 | Soap, toilet, 20.48 30. 48
67. 11 | Soap, toilet white Castile 0.04| 12 25
162, 31 1| Sogp, toilets G g3t] 12 52
17. 11 | Flavoring extract, 7.58 8 v 11
8 11 | Flavoring 0.65 10. 12
% 34 | Permery Edition ds weo| i i
9. 25 on .
o5 11 | Perfumery, violet, 2 oz 70| 13 15
90 11 | Taleum 1.39 1 16
14, 29 | Vaseline No. 2 .58 : 20
B 33%
Exnaierr 13,
Dingley prohibitive dutiecs. +
[See H. B. Doe. 1504, G0th Cong., 2d sess., for reduction in these revenues.]
Payne- E¥|ms 2
> Ad valo-| Revenue, oo
Al&!i'lich Article. Duty. - ot 907, | |ports :;:ﬂ
1804-1907
Table
Par. B Per ﬁesmn ® No.
TV e e camecanannaan . 044
423 | Buttons: %
Bone____ 3 - 66.45 621 181
Horn and vegetable Ivory. - 71.88 40,270 182
Niphal har s e e e A S R e 73.79 601 185
Pearl shell 67.40 04,219 189
Bhoabottons. oo . itiioiiasiitnaie ot 44,02 84 100
1 Acld, saleylie. s 38.30 o8 234
O, DD b s : 25.00 | 12,435 243
0 | Potash, chlorate of.......... 34.61 514 450
58 | Potash, chromate and bichromate KR Ly 41.14 460
68 | Soda-biearbonate, ete._... - 23.87 1,020 484
L i S 3168 25,905 500
81 anilin__._____._. 820.00 80 587
287 | Chicory root 64.25 26,778 549
£ | Gigiek Mt:: with or without movements, composed of china, poreelain, 80.00 156 580
sque, ete.
260 | Dandelion root and other articles used as substitutes for coflee, n. 8. p. f.... 87.00 8,306 614
425 | Corks three-fourths inch or less in diameter. 42.08 22 808 642
¢ 823 | Plushes, velvets, and other pile fabries of eotton, ete., dyed, colored, ete-_. 5B.42 | 257,088 1174
Qorduroys of €loth, dyed, colored, ete. B58.10 1,704 1178
844 | Collars and mn’n ot eotton 58.68 650 1220
Corsets, n, 8, 50.00 87,244 1221
Bi4 | Coilars and cuf.!a, part linen 40,60 25,787 16387
B Manniartores 0L IS, 0. 0. D L i s s i s N e n e S YR e he ] 45.00 | 862,528 1700
278 ?mnges ................................... 59.60 | 207,828 1792

Ofleloth. . |
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Dingley prohibitive duties—Continued.
. E\}ans's
m-
Aldrich Article. Duty. Ad yalo-| Revente, ports and
bill. " 2 Duties,
1894-1907,
Par.
Glass: Table
Opylinder, crowned, common window glass, unpolished— Per cent. No.
Above 16 by 24 inches, not exceeding 24 by 30 inch 2§ cents per pound SR 4. $82,569 1921
Above 24 by 80 inches, not exceeding 24 by 36 inches....cccccenencneam --| 2 cents per p d 78.69 26,970 1022
98, 00, Plate, east, polished, silvered, ete.—
100, 101 Not exceeding 16 by 24 Inches. .. ..o meeeccmmeacana =====----=| 11 cents per square foot. 43.80 78 1978
Above 16 by 24 inches and not above 24 by 80 inches.._ | 13 cents per square foot .o __________ B89.44 469 21074
441 | Haircloth, erinoline eloth ll:l cents per squareyard .. .__.__________| 65.68 228 2020
254 | Hay. SEPE tolt. . o, e ] 50.18 r 251,280 2087
151 'I'ubte. cair!vinz. cooks, kitchen, ete., knives, forks, and steels, with handles, | 13 cents each plm 15percent. . oo 69.43 17,554 2397
. P
150 'I'ubea and tubing for eycles. 85.00 9,524 2472
450, 451 | Gloves, ladies’ and children’s:
Bchmaschen, glace finish, not over 14 inches in length, unlined . _______| g.'rs per dozen 41,69 | 182,722 2527
Lamb or sheep, glace finish, not over 14 inches in length, unlined... .- ___.| $2.50 per dozen ) 40,48 ,268 2342
0{ ?butt)h’ortxui?.'dw{th exterior grain surface, not over 17 inches | $2.50 per dozen SR 41.64 9,040 2560
n length, un
th;l;. u?ﬁ, or ngthegr leather than sheep, glace finish, not over 14 inches | & per dozen 43,34 | 126,570 2573
eng unlined.
Goug.lti e:&!" with exterior surface removed, not over 14 inches in length, | $3 per dozen 41.41 5,684 2501
ned.
806 | Malt extract in casks (fluid)..... hiiss 20 eents per gallon 83.37 265 2052
418 | Manufactures of palm leaf, n. e. p. £ 80,00 3,608 2881
457 | Masks of paper or nulp_..-.. . 85,00 282 2011
464 | Slate p ils, all other. 6977 6,471 2056
802, 304 | Bay rum or bay water.._... B31.84 2,021 2061
236 | Rice, cleaned 62.66 | 539,081 a022
215 | Saceharine 216.71 847 8034
897 | Bilk goods, ornamented with beads or spangles. 60.00 3,208 3155
895+ All other manufactures ot silk, n. 8. p. f 50.00 | 637,337 8162
Spar, manufactures of 560.00 817
455 | Straw and grass manufactures, n. 8. p. £ 80.00 | 200,820 8226
213 ugar, ned 72.57 B1,220 3205
108 Stickn for umbrellas, parm].s. and sunshad 40.00 2,917 8351
250 e 44,58 174 3353
Snir!t-
-
856,55 |}Wool, Class I:
a2 Washed 61.82 869 8408
862 Seoured 83 cents per pound 87.50 2,679 3499
Wool, Class IT:
ﬁ } Scoured 86 cents per pound ™ 811
Wool, Class ITI:
ﬁ } Beoured . oo oo o oo 12 and 21 cents per pound 5 ™ { &
g??:-si %}am;a t\;a_lued not more than 30 cents per pound 274 cents per pound plus 40 percent._______| 143.02 81 8562
an!
Valued more than 30 cents and not more than 40 eents per pound......! 22 cents per pound plus 30 per eent.........| 107.60 240 3565
875 Valued more than 40 cents and not more than 50 cents per pound._._.. 83 cents per pound plus 35 per cent____ | 106.12 232 3557
875 Over 3 yards long, valued not more than 40 cents per pound...... 33 cents per pound plus 50 per cent._ 1685.42 67 57
875 Valued more than 40 cents, not more than 70 cents per pound._..._ ---. 44 cents per pound plus 50 per cent____ 120.98 4,438 8572
R 3 vnt]:—-ed more than 70 cents per pound 44 cents per pound plus 55 per cent.........| 101.56 8,501 8578
arpe
Brussels 44 cents per square yard plus 40 per cent._. 75.81 B,645 577
884 ‘Wool, Dutch and 2-ply Ingrain.. oo e ey A 18 cents per square yard plus 40 per cent. .. 58.63 003 8581
Tapestry, Brussels.__...._.._.. G 28 cents per square yard plus 40 per cent... 60,73 1 8581
875 Flannels for underwear—
Valued over 30 cents, not over 40 cents per pound..__._.____ FES s e 29 eents per pound plus 50 per cent.._._.._. 143.67 84 3623
Valued over 40 cents, not over 50 cents per pound. .. ....o..oooo.. -----| 83 cents per pound plus 35 per cent.... 101.26 130 3625
Valued over 50 eents, not over 70 cents per pound.......oceeeeen. ... 11 cents per square yard plus 50 per cent. . 105,49 1T 3626
Valued over 70 cents per pound 11 cents per square yard plus 55 per cent-. 2.39 5,217 3627
‘Weighing over 4 ounces per square yard, valued more than 50 cents | 44 cents per pound plus 50 per cent________| 175.80 5,481 8630
and not more than 70 cents per pound.
878 Enit fabrics—
Valued not over 40 cents per pound 33 cents per pound plus 50 per cent_._______| 141.00 1 8635
Valued over 40 cents, less than 70 cents per pound..: 44 cents per pound plus 50 per cent... 119.06 642 8636
Valued above 70 cents PR DO cenae 44 cents per pound plus 55 per cent.. 95.67 9,255 3673
878 | Hats of wool, valued over 50 cents per pound. 44 cents per pound plus 60 per cent.________ £6.61 18,771 3648
878 | Shawls, knitted or woven | o 44 cents per pound plus 60 per eent. .. 92,70 57,813 8654

Estimate of reductions in duties of H. R.

@ See others,

ExHIBIT 14.

b More imported.

[Prepared under direction of the Senate Committee on Finance, Sixty-first Congress, first session.]

SCHEDULE A.—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS.

1}38 as reported from the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, compared with the
present tariff law, showing percentages of decrease.

Parsﬁ Rates of duty— Fercents Tg‘t]sl
()girggm cle. lfe‘:{onr? by value,
ate bill. Present law. Benate bill. 1907,
1| Acids:
BOTRAIE «neenemenos g e nnas anname e s s e n e A d T ueqnseasus sasens | D OETE POr POUNAE ....] 2 0otite per pound 60, 00 828, 425. 00
Chromie ...... 3 cents per pound . d 33.83 808,
T o s oors i M ALS e d ' e i i s T w e 10 cents per pcmnd 8 cents per po 20, 00 7, 086. 00
Lactic. cunl:am{ns not over 40 per cent of actual lactic acid....... 8 cents per pound ....| 2 cents per ponnd. F BB B8 losueaiciinis
Saiicyi:c................... 10 cents per pound ...| 5 cents per pound .... 50. 00 397.00
Tannie, ortanmin. ... .ooo. . iniioiiai 50 cents per pound ...| 35 cents per pound... 80. 00 2,797.00
IDRItATIC. - oo vacancsssrenracssonasnasnmsssnssssastessossanasannansnassnansannsesss] 1 OGO Per pound ....} b cents per pound .... 28,67 8, 876,00
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Estimate of reductions in duties of H. R. 1}38 as reported from the Committee on Finance, United States Senate, etc.—Continued.
SCHEDULE A—CHEMICALS, OILS, AND PAINTS—continued.

Rates of duty—

Para- Perce Total
graph Article of 7. | mports
of Sen- 1 iz by value,
ate bill. Present law. Benate bill. E 1907,
2 | Alooholie COMPOUNAS. . ..cnsiccnancarnsssansssnssanasnnsansnssnny vsassassasssnsssesss| 60 cents per pound | 60 cents per pound 20.09 §1,365. 30
and 45 per eent. and 25 per cent.
4 ﬁmmm{, hydr:te of, eonmnlns not more than 64 per cent of aluming ............ & cent per pound ....| {4 cent per pounda... 33.33 1,296.00
om, alom cake, ete,
Containing less than 15 per cent of alumina and more than ¢ of 1 percent 4 cent per pound ..... 50.00
of iron oxide. 24,582, 30
l:}?ut.ulnit more than 15 per cent of alumina or less than  of 1 per cent of { cent per pound ..... 25.00
ron oxide, )
5 | Ammonia, sulphate of .....ccccuecicencnssnsnsnscarssssannnsmsnsasss ¥y cent per pound ....| % cent per pound.... 83.83 | 1,770,222.00
6 | Argols, crude:
Gonmln[ng not more than 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash 1 cent per pound... 85.26 114.00
ross taiﬂnjlng naoa than 40 per cent of bitartrate of potash 1} cents per pound. 65. 59 10, 443. 00
8, ¥y refin
Ein!ng not more than 90 per cent of bitartrate of pot.nah .| 4 cents per pound....| 8 cents per pound.... 25.00 2,634.00
cgntaini more than 90 per cent of bitartrate of potash...... .| b cents per pound....| 4 cents per pound.... 20,00 1.00
Tartrate of or Rochelle 8altS ....ccoevnmnecnunnnnans .| 4 cents per pound....| 8 cents per pound.... 25. 00 76. 00
Cream of tartar, an patent tartar -.| 6 cents per pound....| b cents per pound.... 16. 67 614.00
B Bloawiirlol ... ceeme s srnn e ann s nansnnninn ! a cent per pound..... % cent per pounda. ... 50, 00 75, 650. 50
i e P e B e e A I S S S cents per pound....| 2 cents per pound.... 60. 00 48, 118,00
Bomctgs g:igg]; ortmdn than 36 t of anhyd boraci cid 3 ts pound....| 1} ts pound 58.33 816,00
n not more than 36 per cent of anhydrous (1 cents per cents per -
Containing more than 36 per cent of anhydrous boracic acid .... .| 4cents per pound....|.....d0 ... o i..iiiias 6B.75 2,525.00
a s 00 S Ve e T Tl 0 Ll e O A el M = R S i | o s o= 20 cents per pound...| 10 cents per pound... 50.00 1,576.00
A O ladioe and all ds of pyroxylin 50 cents d....| 40 cents a 20.00|  2,195.00
on an compounds of PYTOXYHN ovrerrecsoancansansrrasonsssrvsnsnyne cents per pound....| 40 cents per pound.... L
Rolled, or in sheets, unpolished and not made up into articles .| 60 cents per pound....| 45 cents per pound.... 25.00 205. 00
Bg Oo‘gpems, OF BIDRATE OF FI00) - o\ < covrvvm meamans rwm e nss 1o s wEER £y P SRS ST pe Ay i cent per pound..... Free of duty.........- 100. 00 89,00
BT B S s S f A n kS e s w s A ek ke 53 n wh A e A s 4 R B R M a5 80,00 372.00
Nltm Cvan o CEMNES S f e 20. 00
Fruit ethers, oﬂs. Or essences 50. 00
r S W o I R S R 50. 00
21 | Extracts of mADRTOVE DAXK. . .....ccccvieinncanssssrmsnmarssnssnsnnnasssnnsmensannns 37.50
22 | Gelatin, fish glue, or isl.nshas prepared fish bladders and fish sounds, valued not 20.00
above 10 cents.
27 | Iodoform ..... 25.00
Licorice, extrac 49.77
3 | Croton oil 22.88
Cotton-seed oi 25,00
83 | Flaxseed or linseed oil 25.00
Poppy-seed O eeos =l 5 25,00
a7 g permBt Ol e e iy u e 50 cents per wa] 2B cents per pound.... 50. 00
45 | Ocher and ochery earths, ground in oil or water . li oents per pound .| 1 cent per pound ..... 83.33
Sienna and sienna earths, ground in 05l OT WALET . -.-nnonssmsensonsssesessnemssomsslanass@0 wnmeenesmnenssos d 33.83
Umber and umber earths, ground in oil or Water....ccceeeemanaecnnnas d ................ 83.33
48 | Ultramarine, dry, in pl.l“lf) or mlxed L i | S e e B 81 mnuperpound.... 20,00
Wash blue cOntaining UILrAMANINE. . «.nzauseesssasnsonssserenseressonen = et do 20.00
49 | Vamnishes, spirit ..c.coeenvnciancnanaae R L Sls?_per gnilon and | 35 per cent.......... 66.88
per cen

% g’ohlting. ground in ofl (PUttY)-..ccanecessnnanncncnnsscannsas S e e 1 cent per pound ..... 4 cent per pound...... 25,00
Bichromate and chromate 0f .......cccescsscasmssnsanssnsssnsssssnssssnsnansnans 3 cents per pound. .... 21 cents per pound.... 25.00

B9 Chlorate of......iccesransanesss 2} cents per pound....| 2 cents per pound..... 20,00

61 Nitrate of, or saltpeter, refined d d 100. 00

g sodpmters. healing or curative, and court-plaster t 28,57
Bicarbonate of, or supercarbonate ol or saleratus, ete. ..... emsesssevessse| § CENt per pound..... 4 cent per pound ..... 16. 67 4,274.00
Bichromate and chromate of ............c.c.ccoimiiiiiiiacannunnaans 2 cents per pound ....| 1§ cents per pound 12:50 425.00

70 Crystal carbonate of, etc. 16. 67 2,023.00
Chlorateof.......... H L Tt s

n Hydrate of, or causti 33.33 89, 336.00,
Nitrite of ........ 20.00 87, 623. 00
Hyposulphite of 25. 00 1,083. 00
Sulphide of ....... 25.00 20, 988, 00

k'l Sal, or soda crystals 16.67 4,771.00

73 Soda ash.......... 33.33 73,062, 00

20.00 9, 306. 00

‘_;'g 25.00 11, 461. 00

20.00 4,974.00

20.00 | 87,679.00

76 Hoss. | s e e e 100. 00 17, 567. 00
FOPRION. i i v e a s ey 50, 00 12, 029. 00

i Sponies. manufactures of, n. 25.00 45. 00

78 | Strychnia, or strychnine, and 50,00 838,00

79 bulphur

fined 25,00 18, 080, 00

25,00 41, 501. 00

1 68.75 25.00
SCHEDULE B—EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE.

82 | Brick, fire, not more than 10 pounds each: Glazed, enameled, etC....cuerveeeaannn. 45percent ......c.... ! 85 percent ....c...... 2 .22 $20.00
Weighing more than 10 pounds mh notElemed. . ..o -«-| 85 per cent . ../ 80percent ..... 5§ W R R PR
Weighing more than 10 pounds each, glazed...... 45 per cent . ..| 85 percent ..... 2R e

Brick, other than fire: Glazed, enamel ed B N e S A ks e —ae st Sar e s - [ P 22,22 7, 665, 00
Piaster mcl: or gypsum: -

_________________ 50 cents per ton .| 20 cents per ton 60.00 | 457,047.00

: Grmmd or calcined..... §2.25 per ton.... $1.75 per ton.... 22,22 21, 807. 00

Mica:
Unmanufactured or roungh trimmed only.....ccccassacccnccrcacssscnsansan 6 ege]nta pm'pc::md and S%Htsperpc':und and 7.568 | 1,116,3820.25
cen per cent.
8,1 e RS e S R o Tl N e R s e 12 eg:tra per d | 10 cents per pound 7.47 78, 864. 00
and 20 per cent. andmpercenl,
90 | Rockingham ware, Aecoratod ......cccccecssscccarcncrsossnsssasansasssnnnnss 0 N S e RS
94 | Carbons for electric lighting.... k e 2. 22 157, 311, 00
L N L e i e e e e e e RO SRR it 45 per cent ....ueee...| 35 percent ........... 2.2 1,766, 00

e Amendment to be submitted by committee,
XLIV——208
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Estimate of ve@uctions in duties of H. R, 1438 as reported from the Commiltee on FPinance, United Btates Senale, etc—Continued.
SCHEDULE B—EARTIIS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE—continued.

Para- | Rates of duty— Total
graph Article. o of ro- | \mports
of Ben- ag:cmn. by value,
ate bill. Present law. Benate bill. 1007,
97 linder, and common window glass, unpolished: i
Abov‘e 24 by 30 and not exceeding 24 by 86 inches. .. .cccceeecrsneens ey § A 27 cents per pound ... cents per pound ... 4.00 278.37
1 Above 24 by 86 and not exceeding 30 by 40 inches 8% cents per pound ...| 8§ cents per pound ... 3.70 26, 346, 45
JAbove 30 by 40 and not exeeeding 40 by 60 inches. + cents per pound ...| 8§ cents per pound ... 3.23 11, 698. 00
Above 40 DY GOENONES .o o oo'eoeonimnnessrmcnomessans 4} cents per pound...| 43 cents per pound ... 2.86 93. 00
¢8 | Cylinder and crown glass, polished, unsilvered:
Above 24 by 80 and not exceeding 24 by B0 Inches. ..cce e e ceeeccmcinsnnnaas Ibmc:?tspar square | 12 cents per square 20,00 |.cooenrnnnnns
Above 24 by S0 iNChes . .o.eenenomeeeesemiiann T e LA o N vy R -y sofee;ﬁts per square :I.Emc:t‘umper square Y
oot. 5
99 | Plate glass, fluted, rolled, ete.: Above 24 by B0 inches ... - v cee e eeeecaeae %fmti.!hw square me 35.7 1,613.00
00 .
100 | Plate glass, cast, polished, unsilvered: Above 24 hy 60 inches. ... oo eeeeeee .. B T | L p——— 85.71 40, 687. 00
101 | Plate gless, cast, polished, silvered, and looking-glass plates: Above 24 l!rw.hwhﬂ._ ﬂﬂrce:lt! per equare eentst. ‘PET SQUATE a 1,944. 00
00
unnﬂ.frnnd crown glass, polished, silvered, and looking-glass plates: Above 2 . DS, et Bt 4.7 1,173.00
inches.
102 lass, cast, polished, silvered, when bent, etc., above 24 by 60 inches. ........ 38 rcents square | 25 -cents square 8126 45.00
= ¥ ! Ioetan(ipser’permt. footmlispercent.
| Plate glass, cast, polished, unsilvered, when bent, ete., above 24 by 60 inches. 4 %WW ﬂ_}mﬁgﬂm 83.65 6,824, 00
foot 5per cent. loot-and b per cent.
Cylinder, crown, and common windov;flus. unpolished, when bent, ete.:
Above 24 by 30and not exceeding 24 by 86 Inches e e | B nt:.i‘nsh pa:en:p:md 28 mper 4.0 1,731.00
. and 5 per- A1 4
Above 24 by 86 and not exceading 30 by 40 MCHES. v e oemeenennesrneannnenns ts 8§ -cents per pound 8.88 1,668, 00
and 5 per cent. and b per cent.
Abowe 30 by 40 and not exceeding 40 by 60 Inches. ....ee e oemeniaeaas SR — 87 cents per cents per 5.06 15,173.00
and 5 per:cent. and 5 per cent.
ABowe A0 DY S0 I0CHER o oo coe covn os svsmnsanes rassasnasens rasrhs sonnesaenns nons s 44 cents per 43 cents per pound L s rtE e
and 5 per cent. and 5 per cent.
Cylinder and crown glass, polished, silvered, when ground, bent, ete., above 24 by | 38 ¢ d?er cents square 80.64 18.00
60 inches. foot and 5 per cent. foot b percent, :
Cylinder and crown glass, mﬁm@mmmm above 24 | 156 em;g)er 12 cents square 18.18 208, 00
3% Mbyl',inmd not exceeding 24 by 60 foot 5 per cent. foot 5 per cent.
arble: i r
Bawed or dressed, over 2 inches in thickness ... .ccveesemeeercrsrnsnnesanens £1.10 per cubie foot. ..| §1 per cubic foot. ..... 9.09 860. 00
Blabs orp.vins tiles— i
e 12 cents perfi- |8 cemts per superfi-|  83.30|  48,503.00
B ==L S R e i A S e S AR S --| 12 ven ) -18 cenis per - G
o ot 't'fga PO Py SEEERLEL 16, 686. 00
byt | eial foot. ;
L. e e I s o et s 20,00 8,212.00
Rubbed .. mm superfi- 83.33 T24.00
More than 1} inches and not more than 2 inches thick— : !
prper, . St Rt SOl T I S SR Tl S el e e S lzgiglmix superfi- 80.56 202. 00
i il e oy S ) b ML L L RETSI  I e E 21 cents superfi- | 144 cents per superfi- 1 L
Onyx: cial foot. cial foot. !
A HOCK, TOURN O BRI . oo vdaviisaionsanbrmnsresasssusmsapsssnnanve st e 81.50 per cubie foot...| 65centsper cubic foot. 56.67 71,437.00
Bawed or dressed, over 2 inches in thickness «cueeeemenuee s $1.10 per cubie foot. ..| §1 per cubie foot...... E T S
Mosaic enbes of , ONYX, or stone, not exceeding 2 inches in size, loose 1::2%:“; p(!r])mm‘- and | 3 cﬁ?lnt per p‘;undand b8, b9 49, 405. 00
per cen per cen
Attashed to paper or other MALErial. ... .....ccceeiamescnet s ss s rrmnssssnsasssaaas| 20 CENLS per - | b eents 1] p f i
o cial foot and 35 per cial foot and 85 per
cent.
SCHEDULE C—AMETALS, AND MANUFACTURES OF.
115{| Tron ore........... e S s G e SO |' 40 cents per ton...... 925 cents per ton....... 87.50 {81, 212, 607, 00
B76 | Basic R S S el e e i e s B e e i O S e el 4 ‘|' flperton.......c.a... of GOty ..cuiacaa. 100. 00 8,197.00
116 =
5 87.50 | 6, 240. 00
87,50 2:&086.60
B7.50 | 5,862, 980.00
87.50 198,973. 22
o 87.50 100, 986. 00
3 Rolled or hammered, comprisin
Flats not less than 1 inch wide nor less than § of 1 inch thick 50. 00 5,647, 00
Round iren not less than  of 1 inch in diameter 50. 00 168, 050, 00
Spunredren. e - 50. 00 3,115, 10
118 Bars or shapes of rolled or hammered iron n 25. 00 7,195.92
or rods, less than 4 of 1 inch in diameter.
Slabs, blooms, loeps, or other forms less finished than iron in bars and more 20. 00 1, 080. 00
advanced than pig, except castings. - { 7
Bars, blwgiabiﬂm €labs, or loops in the manufacture of which charcoal i= 83,33 | 1,495, 826. 00
used as .
1 Beams, girders, joisis, ete., and all other structural shapes of iron orsteel.......... Yy eent per pound ....|  cent per pound.... 20,00 467, 466. 00
1£ Boiler or other plate iron or steel (except erucible plate steel and saw plates), etc.: i 2
Valued 1 cent per pound oF 1esa.... .o e v e e e . ..-.do Jy-cent per pound .... I
Valued above 1 cent and not above 2 cents per pound.. - cent per pound ... i 83.83 | 7, 667. 00
Valued above 2 cents and not above 4 eents per pound . cent per pound .....| 30, 60 | , 807. 00
Valned above 4 cents Per POUNG...ccouerroorianenosoonsssonrosesansrnnssarenssas pereent. ... 20,00 ). ...,
Cold rolied, emoothed only, valued above 2 cents and not above 4 cenis per | 14, cents per pound ..| 4 cent per pound _.. - 26.00 | 2,193.00
nd. |
121 J\ﬂchi‘.!»)r(;‘,ll L e O G SOt e i 1} cents per pound ...| 1 cent per pound ..... ' 83.33 2, 808. 50
Fom]_nﬁz:{ iron or steel or combined ironor steel. ... .o oo e 8oper cent...........| 30perpound .........| 14.28 190, 105. 49
122 | Hoop, d, or seroll iren or steel n. o. p. £, ete.:
Not thinner than No. 10 wireﬁﬁuge ............................................. < cent per pound ....| 5% cent per pound .... 40.00 8,479. 00
Thinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20 wire gauge ....... <5 cent per pound ....| { cent per pound .... 8383 95, 90
Thinner than No. 20 wire gauge. ... - c-oemsomoe o otoaians .| oy cent per pound ....| 5 cent per pound .... 25.00 3, 769. 00
Hoop or band iron, or hoop or d steel, flared, splayed, or punched |
got thinner than No. 10 wire gauge. cent per pound..... 2 cent per pound 3343 | 800. 00
Thinner than Ne. 10 and not er than No. 20 wire gaoge.. eent per pound..... cent per pound.. Ly e Sl
‘Bands or strips of stecl, suitable for making band saws: &
AAUENDEIONL . s o osom i s » m mmmie mm 2t 5 A e s e & i e o e e B s mtis n 8 c;)uupa-v:nndsnd | 1 eents per pound e, 163. 06 8, 602.00
eent.
Tempered, or tempered And POHSNEd. ...ccveiicaiaasasasrcascascsasseessasannsl Bcz%npc:;wpt:und and | 8f; ceuts per pounda. 6477 11, 589.00
per cent,

bNot enumerated in Senate bill,
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Estimate of reductions in duties of H. R. 1438 as reported from the Commiitee on Finance, United States Senate, etc.—Continued.

SCHEDULE C—METALS, AND MANUFACTURES OF—continued.

Para- Rates of duty— Percent. | , Total
ph Article. age of re- ﬁmm
of Ben- tetion ¥ value,
ate bill, Present law. Senate bill. iy 1907.
123 | Hoop or band iron, or hoop or band steel, cut to lengths, wholly or partly manufae- | # cent per pound....| & cent per pound..... 40,00
tured into hoops or ties, etc,
124 | Bars or rails for railways:
I §7.84 per ton..........| $3.92 per ton.......... 50. 00
Rail fish plates 1i of .;’;" ot................. .;’;"dot ------ mnd..... %%
WAy P or splice bars of iron or steel. cent per =« ¥ CENL per po! L
125 | Bheets of iron or steel, common or black, and skelp iron or steel, ete.: 1
Thinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20 wire g'nuge.......--..--..-... cent per pound ....|  cent per pound..... 28,57
Thinner than No. 20 and not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge. cent per pound ....| 4 cent per pound..... 25. 00
Thinner than No. 25 and not t. than No. 82 wire gauge . per pound m eent per pound .... 2725
Thinner than No. 82 Wire gaULe ..cevueerennrrssssncnssnanss 14 cents per pound .. centperpound.... 25. 00
Sheet iron or sheet steel, corrugated or crimped Pl 1y cents per pound ..| 15 cent per pound .... 7.7
126 | Hoop, band, or scroll, iron or steel (excepting tl.nplates,ete );galvanized or coa
ete.:
Not thinner than No. 10 wire gaAUZe. c.cceccciccrcssssssssanssssssnssssnnsnsnsnns cent per pound .... cent per pound .... 28,57
Thinner than No. 10 and not er than No. 20 Wire gRUEe. .ovevcncncccnnnnas eent per pound .... ﬁmm per pound .... 25,00
Thinner than No. 20wire|in evesssassanssssssssssansansssssns| 1 CENL per pound .....| & cent per pound.... 20. 00
Bheets or plates of iron or steel (except tin p]ntes, etc,). galvanized or coated, efc.:
Thinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20 wire gRUEL c..cvuvevnnsssanans }', cent per pound ... cent per pound .... 2.2
Thinner than No. 20 and not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge .......... cent per pound ..... cent per pound .... 20.00 917.10
Thinner than No. 25 and not thinner than No. 32 wire gauge ..... 14, cents per pound ..| 1 cent per pound ..... 23.08 , 967.
Thinner than NO. B2 WIXe B0 .. ..covsvsssssssessnserssensosssssnss 14 cents per pound ..| 14; cents per pound .. 21,43 .
Eheet iron or sheet steel, wmmated orcrimpedlﬁnl L e 14 cents per pound ..| 1 cent per pound ..... - S AR
Shon_efeti ‘?r platf:l c&nposed l:?ff l‘;l{.u«'.taelw'e:fau1:1)@.'1', kel, orother meétal, with layers percent............| 40 percent............ 1.1 4,804.00
other me posed by forging, e
127 | Sheet iron or sheet steel, pohshedec{:lanished, OF BlANCEA ccovnscrserssnnssnsnsanssss) 2 NS perpound..... 1} cents per pound ... 25.00 8,834.00
Sheets or plates, pick.]ad or cleaned by acid, ete.:
Thinner t No. 10 and not thinner than No. Mw!regam................... % cent per pound .... cent per pound .... 22,22 305. 00
Thinner than No. 20 and not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge. .. 1%cent per pound .....| & cent per pound .... 20,00
Thjnner than No. 25 and not thinner than No. 32 wire gaUge. +.ceeeenescsanenss 1% cents per pound ..| 1 cent per pound ..... 23.08 429.00
Sh f iron or steel, common or black, ete., cold rolled, smoothed only, not polished:
Thinner than No. 10 and not thinner than No. 20 wlresauge. s cent per pound ....| y; cent per pound .... 2.2 3,117.00
T than No. 20 and not thinner than No. 25 wire gauge ... cent per pound ..... f. cent per pound .... 20,00 611.
‘i‘]-a;;‘-;tthan No. 25 and not thinner than No. 32 wire gauge .....-—.-—-.-......| 14 cents per pound ..| 1 cent per pound..... 23.08
128
lihtcrtmn 63 pounds per 100 square feet ..... 1 ce!;!s per pound...| 13 %ents per pound .. %g
other.. W sensslllacnnsosinnsarmssasesloicnes 5
129 | Steel ingots, cogged ingots, blooms and slabs, ete.: .
Valued above § and not above 15 cents rpound............................. cent per pound .... cent per pound .... 25.00
Valued above 18 and not above cen per pound... cent per pound .... cent per pound ... 16.67
Valued above 144 and not above 24; cents per pound..... cent per pound .... cent per pound .... 14.28
Valued above 24 and not above 8 cents per pound .... cent per pound ....| % cent per pound . 1.1
Valued above 8 and not above 4 eents per pound .....c..veea ¥y cents per pound .. g cents per pﬂund N 8.33
Valued above 4 and not above 7 cents per pound ........ 1% cents per pound ..| 14 cents per pound .. 7.69
Valued above 7 and not above 10 cents per pound ....... 2 cents pound ....| 1 cents per pound .. 5.00
Valued above 10 and not above 13 cents per pound ...... # cents per pound .. 2gcents per pound .. 4.17
Valued above 13 and not above 16 cents per pound «..coceveeearennscosnassnsens cents per pound ..| 245 cents per pound .. 8.57
Bl}eettx rxgad plates n. s. p. f., and saw plates of steel wholly or partially manu-
actured:
Valued § cent per pound or less......................................... ......... cent per pound .... cent per pound .... ALBE Y s s
i Valued above ﬁ, and not above 24 cents per pound......... E cent per pound ....| y% cent per pound .... 14,28 b, 088, 00
Valued above 24 and not above 8 cents per pound............. % cent per pound ... cent per pound .... 1111 541.00
Valued above 3 and not above 4 cents per pound.........ccee.. -ﬁ,cents per pound ..| 14 cents per pound .. 8.83 1, 866. 00
Valued above 4 and not above 7 cents per pound. .............. 144 cents per pound ..| 14 cents per pound .. 7.69 69, 154. 00
Valued above 7 and not above 10 cents per pound. ........... 2cents r pound ....| 1% cents per pound .. 5.00 43,488, 00
Valued above 10 and not nbovelScentaper pound.....cconee per pound...| 2 cents per pound .. 4.17 3, 995. 00
Valued above 13 and not above 16 cents per pound.........ceccucserssssssesnnas oentsperpound.. 275 cents per pound .. 8.57 30, 905. 00
sheeitf': ggg plates n. s. p. f. and saw plates of steel, cold mllad “smoothed only, not ] :
po\'alued above 1§ and not above 24; cents per pound.....cceenans R W AL i', cent per pound ... I" cent per pound.... 11.11 24. 00
“Valued above 3 and not above 4 eents per pound....... cents per pound ..| 1% cents per pound .. 7.14 695. 00
Valued above 4 and not above 7 cents per et 1% cents per pound ..| 14 cents per pound .. 6.67 81.00
Valued above 7 and not above 10 cents per pound ..... 25: cents per pound ..| 24; cents per pound .. 4.54 2, 367.00
Valued above 10 and not above 13 cents per pound... 28, cents per pound .. 2& cents per pound .. 3.85 346.00
Valued above 13 and not above 16 cents per pound... 3 cents per pound ....| 2/, cents per pound .. 8.83 744.00
Valued ahove 16 and not above 24 cents perpound......c.ceeceeeaaaas SRR 4% cents per pound ..| 4,% cents per pound .. 2.04 2,074.00
133 | Wire rods, ete.:
Uutt‘!rm edlorug lted_ d ent d 5 t d 25. 00 852, 080. 00
u centis or less per pound .....c.ccccciiiarsrecnssssanssasssncsnssans cent per pound .... cent per pound .... 5 .
Valued over4 cents per pound .......coeeeecncncccssasscnsnmenssssssssnnsnss ]“centper pound.....| f5 cent per pound.... 20. 00 53,341.00
Tem e.'In*eg:l o: trentged rir y manézfactured— : 3 . a 5 e
alu CENts Or 1658 PET POUNA coccrrsssesnssassansanssssassansnanansnnnsas cent per pound ... cent per pound .... 11
Manufactures of, valued over4 cents per pound............ Wissrrad Akt Ifcenw per pound ... i‘ﬂ, cents per pound .. 6. 297.00
134 | Round iron or steel wire:
Valued 4 cents per pound or less—
Not smaller than No. 18 wire ga B o e it e e e ey lt cents per pound...| 1centperpound...... 20. 52,172.00
Smaller than No. 13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire 1} cents per pound...| 1} cents per pound.... 16.67 76, 607. 50
Smaller than No, 16 Wire gauge ..........-. saseeasssssssansssssssssssnassass| 2 CENLS per pound....| 1§ cents per pound.... 12,50 79, 783.00
Manufactures of—
Not smaller than No. 18 wire ga sassaan sesseesisnsnsaassaaaa.| 2] centsperpound....| 2} cents perpound.... 10.00 9,385.00
Smaller than No. 13 and not smaller than No. 16 wire gauge 2§ cents perpound....| 2} cents per pound.... 9.09 16, 571. 46
Smaller than No. 16 Wire gaUge ....cccveecuacnnanss vesemsnsasesssss-ss| B2 cCentsperpound....| 8 cents per pound.... 7.69 6,800.92
Cold rolled, ete., blued, brlﬁhbener}, tempered etc., manufactures of, smaller | 3# cents per pound....| 28 centsper pound... 22.67 27.00
than, No. 13 and not smaller than No. 1l5wimg'a
Hat, bonnet erinoline, ete., and all wire n. s, p. f.. valuedmo:e than 4 cents per | 45 percent............ 40percent....ceeneeas 1L11 198, 489,00
poDo. (AN IROEITeN OF) - i ciiia s snis vue s siinseds dasn i sansnnsdrn v sienssnsaa wavsa] A 'per eemt plus 1} | 40 per cent plus 1% 10. 60 23,818.43
. ?0 cents per pound,
Do. (coated with zine or tin, ete.) cooveuneans 15 per cen plna v | 40 per cent plus & 10. 60 838.10
. = 3 t per pound. cent per pound.
Do. (coated with zine, etc., manufactures of) c..cccaciccieiirsssrsranasnsnncnnss 1,5 per cent and l,', 40 per cent plus 15 9.84 372.00
cents per Exm cents per pound.
Brass wire, manufacturesof ...... Rt iAns e s S A i e e Rl [ 'per cen plus 1% | 40 per cent plos 1} 10.74 20,082, 00
) ?Ound ceénts per pound.
Copper-wire, mManntartureg Of . ... vicicssenmansrnarnsnsnanasnnby ypwpnn s s T Fryra s enn 45 'per cent plus 1} | 40 per cent plus 1} 10.34 53.00
cents perpound. cents per pound. L
Corset clasps, oorsetsteels and sheet steel in strips, ete .......corsssnnsssnssnssssss| 46 percent............| 40 percent.......... 11.11 48, 470.00
Do. (manufactures 0f). .. oo .ioico i aiii il i iiakeen SRR I pe: cent pln.! 1} | 40 ‘pe‘{a cent plns 1} 10.63 6, 880, 00
cents per
Do. (cold rolled, ete., blued, brightened, tempered, ete.) cocvevrernarenasncmeas d.ﬁpereentp]lwul cent | 40 per cen ua o 16.07 8,343.00
per pound. eentperpound.
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Bstimate of reductions in duties of H. R. 1438 as reported from the Committee en Finance, United States Senate, etc.—Continued.
SCHEDULE C—METALS, AND MANUFACTURES OF—continued.

Para- Bty Percent- Total
Eraph Article. of re- | yBOMS
ate bill. i Presentlaw:. |  Benate bill. uction. 1907.

Hgi smalli’r th&];t%)n% Wiht: oo ts d ts pound 17.24 $321.00
er 0. 13 wire gauge = e | 144 eents per pound .. cents pap - L 2
anllf:cttth?. EF 2 T e S S T ﬁcentsperpound -3 lncanaperpound.-- 11.86 | 2,581.00
Manufactures of— ]
Not smaller than No. 13 cents per pound .. cents. 9.26 79,00
Smaller than No. umdmmmummmm_m.ﬁmmm_ %mnmﬂ. 8.47 9.00
Emaller than No. 16 wire gauge cents per pound .. mt-pwpcmd 1.25 6,966, 00
Wire rope and wire strand:
ot et e atte suge 5 perpound .} 14 conts pee pound.. 22,20 735,00
ol r 0. cents per -] 1} com per 5oL 738.
Smaller than No. 13 and not smal thanNmmwhamemm_.'ﬁmuperpom._.. = 20,00 1,980.00
Smaller than No. 16 wire 3 centsper pound.....} 3 16. 67 6, 278.00
Allvn]udmmthmimmmnd 40 percent plus 1 cent parms:m?icant 6.10 21,726.00
per poun 3
All valued more than 4 cents per pound, n. 8. Pofe.ccucirenccnsancncnacanas d5percentpluslcent [..... e A 13.64 24,981. 56
per pound. 3
l:a.deotimnormlwim.mwdwithm ete.—
Not smaller than No. 13 wire gange. . cce.o.e.. cents per pound...| 1}} cents per pound. .. 20.41 1,654.00
Smallerttho.limﬂnot er than No. 16 Wire gange...cecceeeeeevaas| 24y cents per pound.... cents per pound... 18, 52 1,077.00
Bmaller than NO. 16 Wire BAIEE .. ovevseas conenncsscnsan sesorseasaonansess ae cents cents 15.62 5, 078,00
All valued more than 4 cents per pound........ -per cent plus Lﬁ, per cent pl? % 5.28 7,879.00
eents per cent poun
136 | Steel ingots, cogged and slabs, e rolled. ete., galvanized cents per pound... cents perpound... 4.54 674,00
s o, o, s ahors ' mmma SR S| TNy S
ates, 0. 8. p. AW ete., €0
mered, blued, htened, tempered, ete.: ?
Valued abave mdmtamamper_ cents per pound...| 1 eents per pound 56.84 | 112.36
Valued above 3 and not above 4 cents per pound. cents per pound...| 1 cents per pound... 3L81 | 3,072.43
Valued above 4 and 7 eanuperponnd 1y eents per poun 80,43 B8,
24 eents per pound .. 23.38 2,859. 00
eeanperpound... 20.59 676. 00
y eents per pound...| 18.42 745. 00
teel circular sa {dm 3
Valued nbuve andnntahow?mhperpound 1 cents per pound .. 19, 44 16, 088. 00
Valued a 7 and not above 10 cents eenhperpound... 14.00 51,199.00
cents per pound = 12.07 6,.005. 00
139 FOR R —— e npa S o R 55 Ak 1§ cents per pound 15.33 43, 629, 00
141 | Axles, or parts of, axle bars, ete # cent per pound ..... 25,00 86, 825, 00
142 | Hammers and sledges, 6t¢ ... ...ccenncncanasnan 1§ cents per pound .. 8.33 4,286, 05
e e e R R S SRS 1} cents per pound =B 25.00 14, 993. 95
1456 Cast-iron pipe of every descri; 87.50 28, 775. 60
146 Qast-iron vessels, not above 2 37.50 |. 1 i
i , drilled, ed t %g -
cent per pound
148 g’centspupqund.... 1} cents per pound ... 25. 00
149 | cents per pound ... g 222
J.iunispesrpuund... ; mge;erpound... 18.18
cents per pound . cents per pound ... 6.67
150 ﬂwesinar :rs.em
Not less than § inch in diameter. .. ........coooveeeses i 2 cents per pound .... 50, 00
Less than wimchandnotlmthm}mchmdl i) SIESETOESAS RS A [ i nas SRS 12,50
gmdﬂ or tubular 33.33
t‘ubj.ngor 14.29
20.00
14.29
14.29
158
With handies of mother-of-pear 9.30
With handles of deerhorn .. ..cocveeanenrens 12.67
per per cent.
With handles of hard rubber, solid bone, celluloid, or any pyroxylin material.| 5 eﬁntsper piece and | 4 cents e:eh and 15 14.81
per cent. per cen
W‘Ithhaudleso!lmyothummd.&l..........................................-.. 14 cents per ieceand | 1 cent each and 15 26.14
15 per cen per cent.
Butchers’, hunting, plumbers’, painters’, ete., knives, ete.:
With handles of moth.er-of pearl, shell or 1vory (a.llver, ete.) .. 16 gnts per pieceand | 14 cents emh and 13 8.91 69.00
per cen per eent,
With handles of ABarhorTY . . cocs wmnssarsses s s cnnss sosnssis sassens snsus saseanse lal%emspar ieceand | 10 cents es.ch and 15 14.11 11.00
per cen per ce
With handles of hard rubber, solid bone, celluloid, or any pyroxylin material. 5?3ntsper1§aeaand 4 cents eacht. and 15 15.41 72,50
cen
With handles of any other material .....c.c.ccviireancicracscnassannsnsnannaas lieeg‘gper and | 1 I;::t each and 15 25. 25 822,85
15 per cenl per cent.
1564 | Fil and floats
?ﬂmcheain BT TR won s s kuas viskio s nases susan P———— TR T o ] T 60.79 4,951. 61
Over 2} and not over 4} inches in length. 50 cents per dozen.... b2, 52 26, 484. 00
- Over ﬂmdunder?inchesinlength 75 cents per dozen... 54.27 36,919.32
158 Lﬁ’imkes&np&ea.cut.dmm steel a?eentperpound e nmtper s 83.33 1,792,00
159 Nsﬂs mm h’mughttmmmm thonnrsteelnails.n.s.p.t.. cents per pound.... cent.sperponmi.. 83.33 £3.00
160 . Or
Not lmuthmlinchiné:&gthmdnotlighter than No. 16 wire gauge...... {mtpupum...... § cent per pound...... 50. 00 8,288.00
161 of wrought iron or 25 cent per pound # cent per pound.. 25.00 788.30
uts and washers, of wrought iron oF 8teel...c.c.ccrccurensssssnmcsnsnnanaseancsoans PR 00 wamsspna 25. 00 2, 563,00
Horse, mule, or ox shoes, of wrought iron or steel «ee. ceacecaeena-. e e e I FRERERIR AT TR TR SRR i 25. 00 34,00
162 Tacks, brads, or sprigs, cut—
t exceeding 16 ounces to the thousand...... eents per pound.... !eentperponnd ...... 50. 00 140. 00
Ex eeding 16 cunces to the thousand....eeeeeas SAT 1 ceutsporpound.... cent per pound. ..... 50. 00 2,00
11% Rivets, of iron or steel ........ AR PR S NTA S AR EE T s e RSN vonsha enavenmenm +eeesses| 2 cents perpound.. 4 cents per pound... 87.50 5,430, 00
A H
Cireular saws .... R — R — 20. 00 884.00
Crosscut SaWs .... 16. 67 2,884. 00
Hand, hmk,mdothzzsaws.n.s.p per 16.67 82, 564. 60
DELTL BRWE i, ool it tan s~ wavn e e 10cents per}.l.neutoot 8 cents perlinear foot. Lo TR R
Pit and drag SAWS ..eeee.. Seentape.rnnearfoot. 6 cents per linear foot. 25,00 205.00
Bteel band saws, etc ..... wasaneEssssATA NS ARR T AR LS lﬂeenmperponnd b-cents per pound and »n.n 1, 706. 00
20 per cent. 20 per cent. 62.00
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Estimate of reductions in duties of H. R. 1)38 as reported from the Committee on Finance, United States Semate, etc.—Continued.
SCHEDULE C—METALS, AND MANUFACTURES oF—continued.

Parn- Rates of duty. & Total
graph Article. of re- i
of Sen- notion by value,
ate bill, Present law. Senate bill. 3 1907,
167 | Berews, wood :
Over { inch and not more than 1 ineh in length ... 8} cents per pound ...| 8 cents per pound .... L Ml e A
Over 1 inch and not more than 2 inches in length ‘6 cents per pound 5 eents per 16.67 $107.00
More thanzinches inlength ... 4 ecents per pound ....| 3} cents per pound 12,50 36.00
169 | Wheels, or parts of, ete .| 1} cents per pound ...| 1} cents per pound ... 16.67 | 158, 550.00
Ingots, ete., for mllway wheels or ﬁms. etc .| 1} cents per pound ...| 1 cent per pound ..... L 00 Lty
170 | Alominum: .
In erude form, ete .. 8 cents per pound ....| 7 cents per pound. 12,50 258, 601. 40
| Plates, sheets, ete ...... 13 cents per pound ...| 11 cents per 15.38 7,533.00
176 | Silver leaf in packs of 500 lea e e e S 76 cents per pack..... 50 cents per pack ..... 33.33 804. 00
178 | Hooksand eyes, metallic, ete .......oovicnianannas e 54 cents per pound | 4 cents per pound 17.56 $4, 702,00
and 15 per cent. and 15 per cent, .
181 | Monazitesand and thorite................ Bmuperpmm 83.33
}gdli éigmfm barettes, bars, ete., not jewelry . dbpercent....... 11.11
ne:
In blocks or pigs 1} cents per pound 1 cent per pound ..... 33.33 a5, 069. 00
Insheets........... 2 cents per pound ....| 1} cents per pound ... 87,50 5,256.00
194 | Cash registers, llnotygcand ng es 46 pereent............| B0 pereent............ A o)
195 | Aluminum rope (made from alum.inu.m wire) .. oaiais ./ 46 per cent plns 1 | 40 per cent plus # 11.98 013,60
eent per pound. cent per pound.
SCHEDULE D—WO0O0D, AND MANUFACTURES OF.
196 | Timber:
+ TORENE R U I o i ik i e o i - i i i luntpez cubic foot..! § cent per eubic foot . 50.00 $25, 902,
Hewn, squared, o:sided, B e v v e - s v b s e ol enssen N LT . 7. DR ke 50. 00 49,811.78
197 | Lumber:
Boards, planks, ete., whitewood, ete.— i
Not planed or fiINIBREd..........cccvivrscmmrssmssosmssssssnnssssemansnsssse SLPEE M foet .. .......| B0 conts M feet ... 50.00
Planed or finished on two sides. ..ocveeeencneanean et TN el b g s ﬂpeereet.‘-... st S 25.00
Planed on one side and tongned and grooved.....ccceecciciicanccsacamannas/aees-G0 di 25,00
Planed on two sides and tongued and grooved.....cceecccvecosasmsesensesss| $8.50 per M feet ...... e per M feet ......... 20,00
Bawed lumber n. o. p. f.—
Not planed or Bnished ... c.c.-cevsissrisvevmnasmarsy e n et s rensssis | $B r)(feet-.._.,.... $1 eret......... 50.00 (14, 623, 256. 00
ned or finished on one side ..... per M feet . 40.00 234, 649. 28
Planed or finished on two sides .... gx 4 83.33 48, 348,91
Planed or finished on three sides.... §3.50 per M feet ......| $2.50 per M feet...... * 28.5T 34.00
Planed or finished on four sides .......ccceemcenaenan $iper Mfeet ......... $3per M feet ......... 25. 00 1,224.00
Planed on one side and tongued and grooved ccueeenencsas $3 per M feet .........| §2 Mieet.......... 33.33 83,415, 75
Planed on two sides and tongued and grooved $3.50 per M feet ....._| $2.50 per M feet....... 28.57 15,482, 78
200 | Paving posts, railroad ties, TSN o A A R L S R 20 percent. ...........| 10 peR ceAt...voeriiaan 50.00 | 670,823.41
201 Clapboards:
PENOL o v v S $1.50 thousand....! $1 per thousand ...... 83.33 7,891.20
Spruce =) e, (e kv R Lt e e e ik S 33.33 149, 609, 30
BO8 | Fenee POBtS ..cuaceiccrnannmsvosaanns l0pereent............ Free...... Sl a sy 106 00 16, 620. 84
208 | Laths ... ... ..cocceea- fessssssssssssssssssmsssssssasssssssassssnansnnnssnnnnnnnsnness| 20 CEOLS per thousand.| 20 cents per thousand. | 20.00 | 1,736,525,17
i
SCHEDULE E—SUGAR, MOLASSES, AND MANUFACTURES OF.
13 augnr, Duteh standard in color, above No. 16, @€ veveeeerecinisanscasenasncansssss | 1.95 cenits per pound..| 1.90 eents per pound. . 2.56 | §1186, ki3
215 e R A 2/ Y eeteemsecnsansasnsnscsesnnsmasmnesensssssmmesanesns| 160 per pound and | 75 cents per pound... 52.32 '201. 00
10 per cent.
SCHEDULE G—AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTE AND PROVISIONS,
2993 | Comm BT ... .ceocnmriiis e s s n 20 cents per bu. ofﬂlhu 40 cents per100 pounds 4,00 . 50
258 | Pease, sc'reeen. in bulk, ete .| 40 cents per bushel...| 25 cents per hgr)h.el.-. 87.50 2.%3.03
262 cry... 30 per cent. 10 centxdper pound... 51.07 92.95
Freeof duty........ - 100. 00 96, 145, 00
266 | Fish: Anchmda te., in other packages S0 percent............ 25,00 | 105.452. 50
28| Tallow _......o.oio.is S an 4 cent per p et 83.83 29,733, 00
Wool grease, ete., erude and not refined . 4 cent per pound..... OO0 b o
292 | Stareh, all other than 1 cent per pound..... 33.33 ,978.00
293 Dextrtne,etc...............-.. 1} cents per pound... 25,00 142, 320, 00
SCHEDULE H—EPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES
300 | Gin wine or cordial:
1 casks o;?acnﬁfgu other than bottles or jugs— %
Contai 34 per cent or less of absolute alcghal.. 85.00 (a
. Do. ( b S SRR A 35 cents per gallon ... ... S 25.71 m,a’o@.w
In bottles orjugs, con emhmoretbanlpint “and nuemorethmlqmn $1.€0 per dozen ....... l 0 araes 2,38 6,983, 00
BCHEDULE J—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF,
384 | Yarns, of jute, gingle, finer than 5 lea or nﬂmb&t.-.-........-.-.--.-.-.-..-........ S per cent...... ceese SOPET CODt ..o .s 14.28 854, 50
gg gnblead:‘n clglﬂasgcmmpmedo‘!isﬂew tampico fiber, sss s=sssessmsasss=sse--| 1 €€0E pPer pound.....| § cent per pound..... 25. 00 ‘Bg:sn,w
‘hreads, tw ete.:
Mad;lfrom ymb‘:}t s 13 ts pound 10
€A OT NUMDET. .. .cvueenann B S PR P S cents per aaa cents per pound ... 23.08 8,159.00
10 Jen O NUMDbDET.. ..o oo cecnrsessrsrmnsrrsascmsmmssmzarssnssnnnansnmnasannans| 16} GEDEE d ..| 133 cents und. . 5 ‘
[Senate rate on mm:hmﬁah&mmp«pwnd]mthm t rate RoL RS Rk 2] A9 QLR
for each corresponding Iea or number.}
g gmume%ﬂnx léemp, or ramie, ete., single in the gray, not finer than 8lea or number.| 7 cents per pound ....| 6 eents per pound .... 14.28 14, 395. 00
I ng, ete.:
eof thread, twines, ete., not finer than—
51eaornumbar..............................................-.....-......... 13 cents per pound | 10 c(elnts per pound 22,44 8,205.75
an

& None.

and 25 per cent.

20 per eent.
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Estimate of reductions in duties of H. R. 1}38 as reported from the Committee on Finance, United States Benate, etc.—Cont!nnedl._
SCHEDULE J—FLAX, HEMP, AND JUTE, AND MANUFACTURES oF—continued.

Para- Rates of duty— 1] Total
Percent
graph imports
of Sen- Crpen eof e | 1, Value,
ate bill. Present law. Benate bill. I 1907.
838 | Gill netting, ete.—Continued.
Made of thread, twine, ete.—Continued.
Glea or DUMBET. . ..ccoeearasnnsassonnsns T cascassasssscnnnasssasssss.| 13} cents per pound | 10§ cents per pound 21.01 §4.00
and 25 per cent. and 20 per cent. .
[Senate rate on this gill netting is 3 cents per pound and 5 per cent less
than the present rate for each corresponding lea or number of the thread
from which made.] 3
30 !zls. etc..tof ﬂa:& iem':lﬁ o
alue not exceeding 15 cents per sqUATe FArd......ccceesecesrsssssssannnassssss| b CENIS per square | 4 cents per square 17.42 859,00
ynrdmgesﬁpercent. }'mdauggﬂper cent.
Valued over 15 cents Per SqUATe YArd.......cascerecseasancassiscsnnssasnassanssas| 10 cENLS (fer square | 8 cents ger square 16.48 71, 361. 00
. yardand 35percent.| yardand30percent.
841 | Hose, hydranlic, et¢ ....cecciccarciaaicaea esssssssssessmssmssssssssssssssnnnsnsssass| 20 CENLS perpound ...| 15 cents per pound... 25,00 1,758, 00
943 | Oilcloths, ete., 12 feet and over in width ........... B U AR T AR B0 eesa] 20 cents 5»&1' square | 12 cents Xcr square 84.65 89, 396. 00
yardand 20 percent.| yardand15percent.
-
SCHEDULE L—SILKS AND EILE GOODS.
802 | 8ilk y manufactured from coCOONS, €10 cevevarraceicessacssrvssnsancnnn 40 cents per pound ...| 85 cents per pound . 12.50 $295. 05
895 | Plushes on which ordinary duty does not amount to 50 per cent......... §1.85 per pound a . .90 11, 481.00
Other, on which ordinary duty does not amount to 50 per cent $2.50 per pounde 40.64 453. 06
Fabrics weighing not over § ounce per square yard .......... e $4 per pound ......... 111 459,925, 00
Handkerchiefs:
Not‘l%emr;led o}r hemmtedl(;nly— i,
¥ ounece to 1; ounces per square yard—
E‘ﬁoilﬁoﬂ ...... B U S LT A lin 3s ki cisiasras] 8 pETPOUDA < 50 per cent. . = 15.25 8, 520. 00
Dyed or printed in the plece ..........cccevsemmssnnssassannnsssnsnsansas-| §3.20 per pound. o 18.41 4,282,00
Weighing 1} ounces to 8 ounces—
yed in the piece, ete., containing over 45 per cent in weight of =ilk...| 3 per pound . e s 82.83 8,151.00
D’l;fed'lllrll: the thread, ete,, containing 30 per cent to 45 per cent in weight sl.gl per pound.......|c.... 00 . .0 10.71 9.00
&l .
Hemstitched, ete.— '
Weighing { ounce to 1} ounces per square yard, boiled off ........ sessessees| $3 PET pogmd and 10 | 60per cent...aceeeenas 5. 560 20, 304. 00
per cent.
Weighing 1} ounces to 8 ounces per square , dyed in the piece, etc.,
con over 45 per cent in weight of ...............“.............l.....do.....................do................ 23.28 4,133.00
SCHEDULE M—PULP, PAPERS, AND BOOKS.
405 | Printing paper, book paper, ete.:
Vaiuedget’ozicenta PEEPOUDA . ounersnnnnnmnmann .| % cent per pound ....| ¢ cent per pound ....
Valued above 3 and not above 4 cents per pound . 1% cent per pound .... :‘,: cent per pound b...
408 | Lithographie prints, ete.:
On %?er. ete.—
ceeding to 1§87 inch in thickness—
Ex ng 35 to 400 square inches .. 8 cents per pound .... 12.50 | 423,019.00
Exi 400 square Inches .. .. ....c.ccocaceancnnnn, 35 percent....ocucenn- l 52,17 9, 764. 62
BCHEDULE N—SUNDRIES,
431 |' Gunpowder, ete.:
| alued 20 cents or less per pound ....... ssassasssesssssnavesassssannsassansennas| 4 CENLS per pound ....| 2 cents per pound .... 50. 00 §291. 00
| = t:'glued over 20 cents Per POUNM c.cceeesuanassssscscssmnssnsnnssannnssnnnasnssss=-| 6 CNtS per pound ....| 4 cents per pound .... $3.33 | 213,803.00
432 atches:
U o e i e o e o e e e e 8 (L3P A LW g‘ross ...... 6 cents per gross...... 25.00 197, 816. 00
! Otherwise. 1 cent per thousand ..| # cent per t.goumd iyt 25.00 10, 183. 00
433 Blasting caps §2.36 per thousand....| $2 per thousand....... 16.25 15, 982. 00
| Carteidges. . . 0. -llli 86 per cent............| 30 14.28 101, 482, 57
Mining and blasting fuse .... asanllisecresns “HEE i e () Ak e 14.28 14, 083. 00
441 Haircloth, known as crinolin 10 E;:g.ts per square | 8 ﬂ::&ts per square 20,00 347
5 y yard.
442 Hats, bonnets, ete., of fur, ete.:
Valued NOt OVET 85 DX AOZEN «eueeenensenensaanecsassnnnsnnnensnsnsassannsnsasss| $2 Pr dozen and 20 | §1.25per dozenand 15 892 4,907.25
percent. per cent.
Valued $5 to §10 per dozZen ...cceeececnnanannans R—— assscasessssasssansnmresa-an-| §8 per dozen and 20 | $2.25 per dozen and 15 25.00 77,155, 41
per cent. per cent.
Valued §10 to $§20 per A0ZeN..c.cccucseeccccneceasasccascsssssansnsanssanassnssess| 50 Per dozen and 20 | $4 per dozen and 15 21.76 69,032.24
per cent. per cent.
Valued over §20 perdozen ..ceeeeee.. e nm cessssssessssmssnssssssnsnansanssses| §1 PEr dozen and 20 | $5.50 perdozen and 15 22.92 82,402, 44
per cent. per cent.
448 ° Leather band OF DEIHNE «<ccccconcemnanmcinasssnarsnasnsssasssssrssnsinerannnssnanss=| JPEL COOL.coouex «e---| Dpercent....... s e 75.00 61,739.11
X, sesssaan A L e o 3 - T R DR 25,00 | 2,167, 945. 75
Allother.............. do.. 25.00 | 1,281, 369. 25
Calfsking, tRNNOA, Bt0. . .. luciirsinsansnrssssansnsasasaaass do.. 25. 00 206, 854. 00
Skins dressed and finished other than ch R e Bl s e e e T . 00 ,589.7
Skins for moroceo—
e s ST T il s e e o e | Voo M (T [ T g N 25. 00 41,697, 58
Tanned .... e e L e e T R A e e e 10 per cent............| bpercent.......ceaae 50.00 | 3,112,821.75
Patent leather, ete.—
Weighing not over 10 pounds per dozen skins ......cccceeerecmeacancnennncns 30 cents per pound | 27 cents per pound 18.51 | 216,113.00
, and 20 per cent. and 15 per cent.
Weighing 10 pounds to 25 pounds per dozen skinS........c,veesscansssasses-| 30 cents per pound | 27 cents per pound 18.07 92,185.00 I
: and 10 per cent. and 8 per cent. j
PIKnalonte WaLher o i vt aie=a s ek bR e A T SR 2SN b A el BV R A 85 percent............| 20 percent....... P SLB0 N aaians :
Boots and shoes. ... 25 percent....cuu.....| 15perecent..c.ccue.... 40.00 | 164, 509.50 |
Shoelaces......... e U N, N o TR SR ISP cssssssssasss---| D CENLS pergross and | 50 cents per gross and 25, 20 343,
' 20 per cent. 10 per cent.
T Y TR A b S ) T T S D I e I S RS o RN 0 [T T T 3T oL e 2.2 160, 632. 83
462 | Paintings, etc.......... 25.00 | 2,544,262, 08
Statuary......... o : 25.00 9,138, 00
468 | Agricultural implements, ete e e R S e RS Lt B T SRR S e L TRt s Sy o 25. 00 23,643.70

a Estimated.

b Amendment to be submitted by committee.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gapuinger in fthe chair),
The guestion is on the amendment submitted by the Senator
from Florida [Mr. FrerceEr] to the amendment of the com-
mittee.

Mr. FOSTER. I will state that it was my purpose to address
myself to this amendment——

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I make the point of no querum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the
roll.

The BSecretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Aldrich Clay Guggenheim Page 2
Bacon Crane ‘Heyburn P
Beveridge Crawford Hughes Perkins
Borah Cullom Johnson, N. Dak. Piles
Brandeges Cummins Johnston, Ala. Root
Briggs Curtis Jones Bmoot
Bristow Davis Kean Btone
Brown Dick La Follette Sutherland
Bulkeley Dillingham Taliaferro
Burkett Dolliver M mber Tillman
Burnham du Pont MeEnery Warner
Burrows Fletcher Martin Warren
Burton Flint Nelson Wetmore
Carter Foster Newlands

*hamberlain Gallinger Overman
Clapp Gore Owen

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-one Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present.
The Senator from Louisiana is recognized.

Mr. FOSTER. I will state that it will be impossihle for
me at this hour to conclude my remarks to-day, and if it does
not put the chairman of the commitiee to any special or great
inconvenience——

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all.

Mr. FOSTER. I will request that he take up some other
item of the bill.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, that is guite agreeable to me.

Mr. FOSTER. 1 thank the Senator.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, there are several verbal
changes, and two or three changes in rates which the Com-
mittee on Finance have decided should be made in the silk
schedule. The phraseology in several paragraphs is defective,
and I think perhaps that I might offer this modifieation, and
have it read. I ecall the attention of the Senator from Iowa
[Mr. Commrws] to some of the changes which have been made
in the velvet provisions. The only changes made are reductions
and changes in phraseology. 1 offer this now as a substitute
for the proposition as originally introduced, and I ask that it
may be read. I shall not ask to have it acted on to-night. I
ask ‘the Senator from Iowa to examine it before morning, so
that he can see the changes which have taken place.

Mr. CUMMINS. I hope that, after it has been read, it may
be printed, so that we may examine it.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is already in print, and I send a copy of
it to the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode
Island submits an amendment, which will be stated. -

The SECRETARY. On page 135, after line 13, it is proposed to
insert:

SCHEDULE L—SILK AND SILE GOODS,

292, Slik rtially manufactured from cocoons or from waste silk,
and not further advanced or manufactured than earded or combed silk,
35 cents per pound.
398. 8 silk or schappe silk yarn, valued at not EXI:EEC“III; $1 per
d, whether in singles, or advanced beyond the condition o smggs
5 grouping or twisting two or more yarns together, 85 cents per. pound ;
valued at exceeding $1 per pound, in the gray, in skeins, wo.r‘ps, or
cops, if in singles or not advanced beyond the condition of singles by
grnupln% or twisting two or more yarns together, on all numbers up
to and including No. 205, 45 cents per pound, and in addition therete
ten one-hundredths of 1 cent per number per pound; exceeding No.
205, 45 eents per pound, and in addition thereto fifteen ome-hundredths
of 1 cent per number per pound; if advanced beyond the condition of
singles by grouping] or twisting two .or more yarns together, on all num-
bers up to and including No. 205, 50 cents per pound, and in addition
thereto ten one-hundredths of 1 cent per number per g{‘mnd; exceed-
ing No. 205, 50 cents per pound, a in addition ereto fifteen
one-hundredths of 1 eent per number per pound; if valued at exceeding
$£1 per pound, in the gray, on bobbins, gools. or beams, if in singles or
not advanced. beyond the condition of ngb:s by ;mnplnf or twisting
two or more yarns together, om all numbers to d including No.
205, 55 cents per pound, and in addition thereto ten one-hundredths
of 1 eent per number per pound; exceeding No. 205, 55 cents per
pound, and in addition thereto fifteen one-hundredths of 1 cent per
number per pound; if advanced beyond the condition of singles by
grouping or twisting two or more yarns together, on all numbers up to
and including No. 205, 60 cents per pound, and in addition thereto
ten one-hundredths of 1 cent number per ﬂpmmtl; exceeding No. 205,
60 cents per pound, and in addition thereto fifteen one-hundredths of i
cent number per pound; if valued at exceeding §1 per pound, colored,
hlenﬁd‘ or dyed, in skeins or warps, if in singles or not advanced be-
yond the condition of singles by groupk or twisting two or more
yarns together, on all numbers up to and including No. 205, 55 cents
per und, and in addition thereto ten one-hundredths of 1 cent
numggr per pound; exceeding No. 205, 55 cents per pound, and in addl-
tion thereto fifteen one-hundredths of 1 cent per number per pound; if

advanced beyond the condition of singles by group! or twisting two
or more yarns together, on all numbers u?to mmﬁdnding Ng.g 2035,
60 cents per pound, and in addition thereto ten one-hundredths of 1

cent per number per pound ; exceeding No. 205, 60 cents per pound, and
in addition thereto fifteen one-hundredths of 1 cent per number per
pound ched, or dyed,

; If valued at exceeding $1 per pound, colored, h
on bobbins, <o spools, orgbeams, !Fu in singles or not advanced be-
yond the con n of singles by goupl or twisting two or more
yarns together, .on all numbers up and Including No. 205, 65 -cents
per , and in addition thereto ten one- ths of 1 cent per
n per pound ; exceeding No. 205, 65 cents per pound, and in addi-
tion thereto fifteen omne-h redths of 1 cent per number per pound;
if advanced beyond the condition of singles by grot?ing or twisting tv »
or more yarns together, on all numbers up to and including No. 205,
T0 cents mmﬂ, and in addition thereto ten one-hundredths of 1
cent per mn per pound; on all numbers exceed No. 205, 70
cents per pound, and in addition thereto fifteen one-hundredths of
1 cent per number tj:r pound. In assessing duty om all spun silk or
schappe silk yarn, number indicating the size of the yarn shall be
taken nceordlnﬁ;:o the metrie or French system, and shall, in all cases,
refer to the size of the singles: Provided, That in no case shall the
1‘11.1;{l be assessed on a less number of yards than Is marked on the
8 , bobbins, cops, spools, or beams. But in no case shall any of
the goods enumeraied in this paragraph pay less rate of duty than 373
per cent ad valorem.

394. Thrown silk in the gum, if singles, 50 cents per pound; if tra
e,$§ per . if mmendE

75 cents per pound; if organzin po ; and ungm

wholly or in part, or if further advanced 1?’ any Broness of manunfac-
tunlntn addition to the rates herein gmv ded, 50 rcents per pound.
Bewing silk, twist, floss, and silk threads or lyams of ‘any descri%iun
made from raw silk, not specially provided for in this section, if in
the gum part, or if further

‘hl per pound ; if ungummed, wholly or in
advan y any process of manufacture, $1.50 per pound, Provided,
That in mo case shall duty be assessed on a less number of yards than
is marked on the skeins, bobbins, cops, spools, or beams.

805. Velvets, chenilles, and other pile fabries, not ially provided
for in this sectiom, cut or uncut, composed whohy or chief value of
silk, weigh not less than 5] ounces per square yard, $1.50 per
pound ; ‘weigh legs than 5§ ouneces per square yard, but not less than
4 ounces, and having more than 130 picks per inch, or if all the filllng
is mot cotton, $2.70 Qgr pound; if having 130 a}:lcks per inch or less,
and if all the filling is cotton, $2 per pound; all the rore%m%]welgh-
ing less than 4 ounces to the sguare yard, $4 and. lushes, cut
or uncut, composed wholly or in chief value of sllk, wel not less
than 93 ounces per square yard, §1 per pound; weig ess than
93 ounces per sguare yard, $2.40 per pound. Measurements to ascer-
tain widths of goods for determining weight per square yard of the
foregoing articles shall not include the selvedges, but the duty shall be
levied upon the total weight of goods, including the selvedges. The
distinction between * plus " and * velvets " shall be determined by
the 1 of the pile; those ha pile exceeding one-seventh of an
inch in length, to be taken as * plushes ;" those having pile one-seventh
of 1 Inch or less in length, shall be taken as * velvets.” The dis-
tance from the end of the pile to the bottom of the first bind
shall be considered as the len of the pile.
or other pile fabries not over inches and not less than three-fourths
of 1 inch in width, cut or unecut, of which silk is the component mate-
rial of chief valpe, not specially iP.rmfiﬂ@_-d for in this section, contain-

e

pick
Velvet or plush ribbons,

ing mo silk except that in the pile and selvedges; if black, $1.60 per
pound ; if other than black, $1.75 per pound; if contal silk ot
than that in the pile and selvedges ; if black, $2 per pound ; if other than

black, $2.25 per pound: for each one-fourth of 1 inch or fraction
thereof, less tﬁn three-fourths of 1 inch in width, there shall be paid
in addition to the above rates, 40 cents per pound. Woven fabries
in the piece, com wholly or in chief value of silk, not sgeclslly
provi for in section, weighing not more than one-third of 1 ounce
r square yard, $4 r pound; weighing more than one-third of
ounce, but not more than two-thirds of 1 ounce per equare yard; if
in the gum, $3 per pound; If ungummed, wholly or in part, $3.25 per
d; If further advanced by any process of manufacture or other-

ed or rgsinted in the piece, $3.50 per pound ; if weighing
th of 1 ounce but not more than 1 ounce per
square yard; if in the gum, $2.65 per pound; if ungnmmed, wholly or
in part, £3 per pound; if further advanced b{ altag process of manu-
facture or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the piece, $3.25 per
pound ; if weighing more than 1 ounce but not more than 1% ounces
per square yard; if in the gum, $2.50 fer pound ; if ungummed, wholly
or in part, 32.85 cents per pound; if further advanced by any process
of manufacture or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the plece, £3.10
per pound; if weighing more than 1% ounces, but mot more than 2
ouneces, and if containing not more than 20 per cent in weight of silk,
if in the gum, 70 cents per pound; if ungummed, wholly or in part,
or if further advanced by any process of manufacture or otherwise,
or if dyed or printed in the plece, 85 cents per pound; if containing
more than 20 per cent, but not more than 30 per cent in weight of silk;
if in the gum, 85 cents per pound; if ungummed, wholly or in part,
or if further advanced by any process of manufacture or otherwise, or
if dyed or printed in the plece, $1.10 ‘fer pound ; if containing more
than 30 per cent, but not more than 40 per eent in weight silk ;
if in the , $1.05 per pound; if ungummed, wholly or in part, or if
further advanced by process of manufacture or otherwise, or if
dyed or printed in the piece, 51.255{?01' pound ; if containing more than
43 per cent, but not more than per cent in weight gilk; if in
tire gum, $1.25 per pound ; if ungummed, wholly or in part, or if further
aﬂnnce& b{h any process of manufacture or otherwise, or if dyed or
printed in the piece, $1.50 iger und ; if contalning more than %0 per
cent in weight of silk or wholly of gilk; if in the gum, $2.50 per
pound ; if ungummed, whnl.]{ or in part, or if further advanced by any
rocess of manufacture or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the piece,
§3 per pound; If weighing more than 2 ounces, but not more than
uare yard, and if containing not more than 20 per cent

in weight of silk; if in the gum. 674 cents per pound; if ungummed,
wholy or in part, or if further advanced by any process of manufac-
ture or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the piece, 70 cents per
pound ; if containing more than 20 per cent, but not more than 30 per
cent in weight of silk; if in the gum, 75 cents per pound ; if ungummed,
wholly or In part, or if further advanced by any process of manufac-
ture or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the piece, 90 cents per
pound ; if containing more than 30 per cent, but not more than 40 per
cent in weight of silk; if in the gnm, 90 cents per pound ; if ungnmmed,
wholly or or If further advanced by any process of mann-
factare or otherw or if dyed or printed in the plece, $1.10 per
pound ; if containing more than 40 per cent, but not more than 50 per
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cent in weight of silk; if in the gum, $1.10 per pound; if ungummed,
wholly or in part, or it further advanced b{ n.u?r process of gumurac:
ture or otherwise, or if dyed or printed in the plece, $1.30 per pound;
if containing more than 50 per cent in weight of silk, or if wholly
of silk; If In the gum, $2. per pound; if ungummed, wholly or in
part, or if further advanced biy-‘; any process of manufacture, or other-
wise, or if dyed or printed the piece, 1]2.75 per pound. Woven
fabrics in the piece, composed wholly or of chief value of silk, if dyed
in the thread or yarn, and the weight is not increased in dyelng be-
yond the original weight of raw silk, If containing less than 30 per
cent in silk, $1.25 per pound; if containing more than 30 per cent
but not more than 45 4per cent in welght of sllk, $1.60 per pound; if
containing more than 45 per cent in weight of silk, $3 per pound; if
welght is increased in dyeing beyond the original weight of raw silk;
if weighing more than one-third of 1 ounce, but not more than 1 ounce,
?er s&i)unre yard ; If black (except selvedges), $2.25 per pound; if other
han black, $3 per pound; if we .fhm more than 1 ounce, but not more
than 1% ounces per square yard: if black (except selvedges), $2 per
gound; if other than black, $2.75 per pound ; ltp weighing more than
4 but not more thamn 2§ ounces per square yard; if black (except
selvedges), $1.80 per pound; if other than black, $é.50 per pound; If
wel%hing more than 1§ but not more than 2 ounces per square yard:
if black (exc‘?t selvedges), §1.65 per pound ; if other than black, §$2.25
per pound ; weighing more t ut not more than 8 ounces per
square yard, and if cunl:ainl:eng not more than 30 per cent in weight
of silk; if black (except selvedges), 756 cents per pound; if other than
black, 90 cents ;er pound ; if containing more than 30 per cent but
not more than 45 per cent in weight of silk ; if black (except selvedges),
$1.10 per pound; if other than black, $1.30 per pound: if containing
more than 43 per cent in weight of silk but not more than 60 per cent;
if black (except selvedﬁs), $1.40 per pound; if other than black, $1.60
Per pound ; containing more than 60 per cent in weight of silk, or
f composed wholly of silk, and if having pot more than 220 single
threads to the inch in the warp; if black (excegt selvedges), $1.50
ger {mund: if other than black, §2 per pound; if having more than
20 but not more than 300 single threads to the inch in the warp: if
black (except selvedges), $1.65 per pound; if other than black, l?2.25
per pound; if havlns\i more than 300 but not more than 380 single
threads to the inch in the warp;: if black (exce?t selvedges), $1.80
ger pound ; if other than black, $2.50 per pound; if having more than
80 but not more than 460 single threads to the inch in the warg:
if black éexcept selvedges), $2 per pound; if other than black, $2.75
per pound ; if having more than 460 single threads to the inch in the
warp; if black (except selvedges), $2.25 per pound; if other than
black, $3 per pound; if printed in the warp and wehﬁhing not more
than 13 ounces per square yard, $3.50 per pound; weighing more than
1% but not more than 2 ounces per square yard, $3.25 per pound;
weighing more than 2 ounces [i)er square yard, $2.75 per pound. But
in no case shall any goods made on Jacguard looms or any goods con-
taining more than one color in the filling, or any of the goods enu-
merated in this paragraph, including such as have india rubber as a
component material, pay a less rate of duty than 45 per cent ad
valorem.

3606. Handkerchiefs or mufflers composed wholly or in chief value of
gilk, finished or unfinished, if cut, not hemmed or hemmed only, shall
pay 50 per cent ad valorem ; if such handkerchiefs or mufflers are hem-
gtitched or imitation hemst{tched, or revered, or have drawn threads,
or are embroldered in any manner, whether with an initial letter, mono-
gram, or otherwise, by hand or machinery, or are tamboured, appliguéed,
or having tucking or insertion, 60 per cent ad valorem.

397. Ribbons, bandings, 1nc1udin§ hatbands, beltin%a, bindings, all of
the foregoing not exceeding 12 inches in width, and if with fast edges,
bone casings, braces, cords, cords and tassels, garters, gorings, suspend-
ers, tublngs, and webs and webbings, composed wholly or in chief value
of silk, and whether composed in nn{ part of indla rubber or otherwise,
if not embroidered in any manner, by hand or machinery, 50 per cent
ad valorem.

808. Laces, edgings, Insertings, galloons, flouncings, neck rufflings,
ruchings, braids, fringes, trimmings, ornaments, nets or nettings, vells
or veil%n;:s. and articles made wholly or in part of any of the foregoing,
or of chiffons, embroideries and articles embroidered by hand or ma-
chinery, or tamboured or appliquéed, clothing ready made, and articles
of wearing apparel of every description, including knit goods, made up
or manufactured in whole or im part by the tailor, seamstress, or manu-
facturer ; all of the foregoing composed of silk, or of silk and metal, or
of which silk is the component material of chief value, whether in part
of india rubber or otherwise and braid composed in part of india rub-
ber, not speclally provided for in this section, and silk goods orna-
mented with beads or sP:mgles, 60 per cent ad valorem : Provided, That
articles composed wholly or in chief value of any of the materials or

pods dutiable nnder this paragraph shall pay not less than the rate of
ﬁutx imposed upon such materials or goods by this section: Provided
wriher, That tamboured or appliquéed articles or fabries shall pay no
ess rate of duty than that imposed upon the material if not so tam-
boured or appliguéed.

399. All manufactures of silk, or of which sllk Is the component
material of chief value, including such as have india rubber as a com-
ponent material, not specially Frovided for in this section, 50 per cent
ad valorem : Provided, That all manufactures of silk enumerated under
any paragraph of this schedule, if composed in any part of wool, shall
Dbe classified and assessed for duty as manufactures of wool.

400. In ascertaining the welght of silk under the provisions of this
schedule, either in the threads, yarns, or fabrics, the weight shall .be
taken in the condition in which found in the goods, without deductions
therefrom for any dye, coloring matter, or other foreign substance or
material. In ascertaining the number of single-warp threads to the
inch under the provisions of this schedule, the number of all warp
single or two or more ply threads shall be determined by the singles.

401. Yarns, thrends, filnments of artificial or imitation silk, or of
artificial or imitation horsehair, by whatever name known, and by
whatever process made, if in the form of singles, 45 cents tper pound ;
if in the form of tram, 50 cents per pourd ; if in the form of organzine,
60 cents per pound : Provided, That in no case shall any yarns, threads,
or filaments of artificial or Imitation silk or Imitation horsehair, or
any yarns, threads, or filaments made from waste of such materials,
pay 4 less rate of duty than 30 per cent ad valorem; braids, laces,
embroideries, galloons, neck ruffiings. rochings, fringes, trimmings,
beltings, cords, tassels, ribbons, or other articles or fabrics composed
wholly or in chlef value of yarns, threads, filaments, or fibers of arti-
ficlal or imitation silk or of artificial or imitation horsehair, by what-
ever nam- known, and b&)whatever process made, 45 cents per pound,
and in addition thereto, per cent ad valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not eall this up for action now, but
when I do I shall explain the changes which have taken place.
As I have stated, they are mostly changes in phraseology, The
?tn]y changes in rates are reductions upon some of the velvet

ems.

Mr. CUMMINS. I should like to ask the chairman of the
Committee on Finance whether there will be printed a com-
parison between the schedule as now framed and the proposed
law that will take the place of the tariff now in force?

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean the provisions that
are already in the bill as reported from the Committee on
Finance?

Mr. CUMMINS. I mean the same comparison which has
already been instituted between the bill as reported and the
Dingley rates which we have. In so far as there has been a
change of duties, will the Committee on Finance present a simi-
lar comparison? This is a complicated schedule, and it is a
little difficult to those who have not given a great deal of study
to the matter to make that comparison.

Mr. ALDRICH. It will be easier to have a comparison made
and printed between the paragraphs as originally reported from
thedCommlttee on Finance and the proposition which is now
made.

I think perhaps that had better be ordered. We will have
that printed, so that Senators can see the changes which have
been made from our original report. It will be impossible to
have any sort of a comparison that would be intelligible between
this plan of assessing duties and the original law, for the reason
that they are based upon an entirely different plan., These
duties are entirely specific.

Mr. CUMMINS. I understand that.

Mr. ALDRICH. And the others are compound.

Mr. CUMMINS. The committee did institute that comparison?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. I can state in general terms what the
differences are, and I shall do so when the matter is up for
consideration.

Mr. CUMMINS. So far as the changes now made are con-
cerned, the committee will compare them with the original re-
port, so they can be seen at a glance? :

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; I will have this printed as an amend-
ment. I ask that it may be printed as an amendment to the
bill, with the changes printed in italies,

The-PRESIDING OFFICER.  Without objection, that order
will be made.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen-
ator, I desire to ask that certain amendments which I propose
to offer may lie on the table and be printed.

Mr. ALDRICH. I have several suggested changes, largely
of a verbal character, which I think might be disposed of now.
I think there will be no objection to any of them. I send the
amendments to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia [Mr.
Bacon] requests that the amendments which he submitted may
be printed and lie on the table.

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir; in order that I may offer them at the
proper time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made.

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to move an amendment on page 8,
line 16. I ask first that the vote by which the paragraph was
agreed to may be reconsidered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote by
which the paragraph was agreed to will be reconsidered.  The
Chair -hears none. 'The amendment proposed by the Senator
from Rhode Island will be stated.

The SecreTaArY. On page 8, line 16, after the word “ gelatin,”
it is proposed to strike out the comma and the word “ edible.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 40 I withdraw the committee
amendment, or I will ask that it be disagreed to. The para-
graph has been passed over in this case. I think it has never
been acted upon.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 23, paragraph 40, the Com-
mittee on Finance reported an amendment to strike out the
words “ one dollar and fifty,” and to insert “ seventy-five.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What is the proposition, Mr. President?

Mr. SCOTT. I understand the amendment is withdrawn.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment heretofore pro-
posed by the commitiee may be disagreed to. It amounts to the
same thing.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment can not be

withdrawn. The Chair will put the question to the Senate.
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the Senate disagree to the amend-
ment,

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. SCOTT. Am I to understand that that restores the
duty to $1.507 ;

Mr. ALDRICH. It does.

I ask that paragraph 49 be amended so as to read as pro-
posed in the amendment which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote
by which paragraph 49 was agreed to will be reconsidered.
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island
will now be stated. :

. The SEcreTarY. On page 13, after line 3, it iz proposed to
insert as a substitute for the House text and the Senate com-
mittee amendment the following: !

49, Varnishes, including so-called gold size or Japan, and spirit
varnishes or enamel paints made with varnishes containing & per cent
or more of methyl aleohol, 35 per cent ad valorem.

Trhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. On the same page, in line 24, paragraph 54,
I move to strike out the words “including oxide of iron pig-
ment and oxide of iron polishing powder.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para-
graph will be reconsidered. The Senator from Rhode Island
now offers an amendment to it, which will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 13, line 24, strike out the words
“including oxide of iron pigment and oxide of iron polishing
powder.”

Mr. BURKETT. Where will those articles come in if those
words are stricken out?

Mr. ALDRICH. They will come in in the iron paragraph or
under the chemical paragraph, where they ought to be anyhow.
They ought not to be here.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thte question is on the amend-
ment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment was agreed (o.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 93, page 23, after line 11, I
move to insert the words I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection,
the vote whereby the paragraph was agreed to will be recon-
sidered. The Senator from Rhode Island offers an amendment,
which will be stated.

The Secrerary. On page 23, at the end of paragraph 93 as
amended, it is proposed to insert a semicolon and the following:

Electrodes, brushes, plates, and disks, all’the foregoing composed
wholly or in chief value of carbon, 30 per cent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gquestion is on agreeing to
the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. In paragraph 97, on page 26, the Senator
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumper] has an amendment to
offer.

Mr. McCUMBER. I offer the amendment which I send to
the desk as a substitute for paragraph 97.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted by
the Senator from North Dakota will be stated.

The Secrerary, On page 26, in lieu of paragraph 97, as
printed in the bill, it is proposed to insert:

e, L‘-n]_)ollshed. cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not ex-
ceeding 150 square inches, valued at not more than 13 cents und,
1% cents gcr pound ; valued at more than 1% cents per puunﬁlpzents
per pound; above that, and not exceeding 384 square inches, valued
at not more than 1§ cents per pound, 1§ cents per pound; valued at
more than 13 cents per ?ound. 1% cents per pound; above that, and
not exceeding 720 square inches, valued at not more than 2} cents per

und, 13 cents per pound; valued at more than 23 cents per und,
!2)“;" cents per pound;: above that, and not exceeding 864 square inches.,
valued at not more than 2} cents per pound, 2§ cents per pound ; valued
at more than 2} cents per pound, 2§ cents per pound; n\r)?ve that, and
not execceding 1,200 square inches, valued at not more than 23§ cents
per pound, 2§ cents per pound; valued at more than 2} cents per

ound, 2§ cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 2,400 square
nches, valued at not more than 2§ cents per pound, 33 cents per
pound ; valued at more than 2§ cents é)er pound, 8§ cents per pound:
above that, valued at not more than cents per,apound, 33 cents per
pound ; valued at more than 3 cents per pound, 8] cents per pound:
Provided, That unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass,
fmported in boxes, shall contain 50 square feet, as nearly as sizes will
permit, and the duty shall be computed thereon according to the actual
welght of glass.

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this is a very complicated and
lengthy amendment, and I should be glad to have it explained,
go as to be informed whether it is an increase or a decrease,

Mr. ALDRICH. It decreases the duty upon common window
glass,

Mr. NELSON. What is the effect on the other kinds of glass?
There are a large number of classifications not contained in the
original amendment.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc-
CumBER] will explain it

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call the atten-
tion of the Senator from North Dakota to the fact that the
amendment as sent fo the desk includes paragraph 98. Does
the Senator desire to have that considered as part of his
amendment ?

Mr. ALDRICH. No; only paragraph 97 at present.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon the
amendment submitted by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
McCumBer] as a substitute for paragraph 97.

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I am utterly opposed to this
amendment if it reduces the duty; and from the mere reading
at the desk no one can tell what effect it will have upon para-
graph 97 as it is now in the bill. I think it is only fair that it
should go over and be printed.

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 can say, Mr, President, that it reduces
the duty on all classes of glass from the rates of the Dingley
law as well as the rates of the pending bill as it came from the
House.

Mr. NELSON. On all these brackets?

Mr. McCUMBER. On all these brackets, as will be sean
when it is printed. It provides for very slight reductions in the
higher grades.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North
Dakota yield to the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield.

Mr. CUMMINS., It will be remembered that I raised the
question with reference to the duties on glass in this paragraph.
I have examined the amendment offered by the Senator from
North Dakota. The general tendency of the amendment is to
reduce the duties upon the low-priced glass, with very slight
reductions upon the higher-priced glass. While I would have
been better satisfied if the reductions had been made without
introducing the element of value into the subject at all, yeft,
upon the whole, I believe that this is a fair reduetion of the
rates on glass of this kind and will fairly meet the demand that
exists for reduction in common window glass,

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, I ask the Senator in charge of the
amendment to explain, if he will, the ratio of reduection.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I can give it. For instance,
on glass not exceeding 150 square inches the Dingley rate is 1%
cents; the rate as fixed by the bill as it came from the House is
1% cents; and the amendment makes the rate 1} cents on glass
valued at not over 1% cents per pound and 1% cents when it is
of a higher value, the higher value, as has been shown, being
glass used for pictures mainly, and the other is used in window
frames, and each of the brackets is divided into those two
classes,

We will take the next class, glass over 150 square inches and
not exceeding 384 square inches, the Dingley rate on which was
1% cents per pound, and the rate of the House bill was the same.
The rate as fixed by this amendment is 1§ cents when valued
at not over 1} cents per pound, and 1% cents if valued at over
1% cents per pound. You may take each of the brackets as they
follow on, and in no instance is the rate greater than the rate
fixed by the House bill, and on the cheaper glass the rate is
lower than the rate fixed by the House bill.

Mr. NELSON. As I understand, Mr. President, with the per-
mission of the Senator, the paragraph has been divided into
two brackets in each case?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes.

Mr. NELSON. And in each of the first brackets the rate has
been made lower?

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. :

Mr. NELSON. And the higher brackets have not gone over
the Dingley rates?

Mr. McCUMBER. That is correct. In the second bracket
and in the third, fourth, fifth, sixth, and seventh the rates are
lower than the Dingley rates, even on the higher grades of glass,

Mr. DICK. If I understand the Senator correctly, he states
that all the rates have been reduced both as compared with the
Dingley law and as compared with the bill as it came from the
House. Am I right about that?

Mr. McCUMBER. Every bracket has been reduced on a por-
tion of the glass that would come in under that bracket; that is,
on that which would be denominated “ common window glass”
the rates have all been reduced; and when we get up to the
larger sizes, they have been reduced both as to the higher and
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the lower brackets. In other words, an investigation showed
that the rates could be reduced without injury to the higher
class on both values; but upon the lower class of glass we
thought that the rates could not be reduced except as to window
glass, The amendment may seem to be rather complicated, but
Ic?lnfothroushitandexplamﬁachmbdivislmﬂmemr
so desires.

Mr. DICK. No; I do not care so much about that as to know
where the deepest cut was made.

Mr., McCUMBER. The deepest cut was made in the larger
slzes,

Mr. DICK. But in the effort to equalize, no sizes have been
increased?

Mr, McCUMBER. No sizes have been increased.

Mr, SCOTT. Mr, President, I do not intend that this amend-
ment shall be adopted if I can help it. West Virginia has been
pretiy patient. This is one of her chief industries; and I know
of my own personal knowledge that those engaged in the manu-
facture of window glass in my State have not only not made
any money, but that they have been making window glass at a
loss. Why we should be picked out and discriminated against
in this bill by a member of the committee, I can not under-
stand. I shall insist that the amendment go over until we have
an opportunity to examine it, or I shall try to talk upon it until
T o'clock.

Mr., ALDRICH. Mr. President, the amendment provides a
much better adjustment of the rates upon various classes of
glass than the provision originally presented. It is true that it
does reduce the duties upon common window glass, but I think
the reduction has been pretty fairly done and that the rates are
preserved sufficiently to be protective. I do neot think that any
interest will seriously suffer if this paragraph shall be adopted.

Mr. McCUMBER. I want to call the Senator's atitention to
the fact that in no case is the duty less than 100 per cent.
Take glass valued a not over 14 cents. On such glass the duty
is 1% cents per pound. That is a pretty fair duty. I appreciate
the faet that common window glass is sold exceedingly low.
There is no great demand for glass of 150 square inches; it is
not used in building homes to any extent. The small-size glass
is used in factories, mills, and places of that kind. The glass
provided for in the next bracket below that is used in factories
and mills as well as in the building of dwelling houses, but in
no instance do we find the duty much less than 100 per cent on
that class.

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from West Virginia,
in order to facilitate the tramsaction of business, that he allow
this to be agreed to, and if to-morrow morning he finds that he
is injured, I will be very glad to have the paragraph reopened.

Mr. SCOTT. I have no objection to that, and I do not want
to be an obstructionist; but I do want to say the fact that the
Senator from North Dakota informed the Senate that it is 100
per cent does not make any difference to me. If it takes 200
per cent to protect the glass industry of my State and other
States, I am in favor of putting it on. That is no argument at
all. I know that the window-glass industry is in a languishing
condition, and I do know those engaged in it have lost money.
Why should this industry be selected for a reduction?

I am willing to let this matter go over until to-morrow, with
the understanding that I shall have the opportunity to call it up.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment may be agreed tfo.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from North Dakota.

Mr, BACON., What is the amendment?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will again state the amendment.

Beveral BENATORS. No.

Mr. BACON. If it is too long to be read——

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in regard to window glass,

Mr. ROOT. Before this matter goes over, I wish to eall the
attention of the Senator from West Virginia to a faet which
was well understood when this was up in the Senate before.
It was generally agreed that the importations of window glass
which appear in our statistical tables were entirely of glass not
used for glazing windows, but used for photographie plates and
in picture frames and for similar purposes, and that there was
no importation whatever of common window glass. So it
seemed to be the general understanding that the committee
would undertake to find a way of discriminating between these
two different products and would arrange the duties so that the
smaller duties would be upon the cheaper glass of more com-
mon use, As the duty now stands, it permits the introduction
of high-grade glass, coming under the head of window glass,
and is absolutely prohibitive upon the real window glass.

This amendment discriminates between the duties, so that
the duty upon the high-grade glass, of which there is already a

large importation, will be left practically as it is, and the duty
upon the low-grade glass, which is now practically prohibited,
ghall be reduced, so that it will practically have the same rela-
tion to the production and importation of that kind of glass that
the other duty has to the high grade of glass.

Mr. SOOTT. Mr. President, if I understood correctly the
Senator who introduced this amendment, he said that the
amendment would reduce all sizes, kinds, and characters of
window glass. There have been several weeks of discussion
here on the tariff bill, and I am glad in one sense that the com-
mittee is willing at last to agree with the gentlemen who have
been trying to revise downward, and it happens to be on window
glass, a product of an industry in my State that is languishing
now, as I stated before, and can secarcely keep its head above
water. I do mot think that is fair. Of course there must be
a vietim. There has to be a reduction downward. Now, I
suppose they have struck the place where the victim is to be
offered up as a sacrifice.

Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask the Senator a question?

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly.

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator says the trade in window
glass is languishing. I want to ask the Senator if it is lan-
guishing by reason of the importation of window glass or its
overproduction. If I understand correctly, there are no importa-
tions whatever of this lower class of glass. I do understand
there is an overproduction at the present time.

Mr. SCOTT. So far as I am concerned, I am perfectly willing
always to accommodate the chairman of the Finance Committee,
a gentleman who has been overworked, and who I know has
done the very best he could for us all. But I want it distinctly
understood that it goes over, so far as I am concerned, with
the privilege, when I see the amendment in print, to ask, if I
object to it, that it be reconsidered, and that there will be no
objection.

Mr. ALDRICH. That was my statement.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question then is——

Mr. DICK. The chairman of the commiftee can speak for
himself with reference to that single objection. But somebody
else can make it. The Senator from West Virginia reserves
no right except that which the chairman of the committee, in
making this concession, is willing to surrender., I see no ad-
vantage to the commitiee in having it at once agreed to, if the
privilege is to be open to have it reconsidered when once the
amendment is printed.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that it may go over, in order that it
may be disposed of. I am anxious to get ahead with the bill

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island
asks unanimous consent that the schedule, or the paragraph——

Mr. ALDRICH. The paragraph.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. May go over until to-morrow.
the absence of gbjection, it is so ordered.

Mr. ALDRICH. On page T1, paragraph 208, I offer the
amendment which I send to the desk. ;

The SecreTARY. On page T1, paragraph 208, line 19, after
the word “ cane,” insert the words “or reeds;” and in line 22,
strike out “ twenty-five,” and insert “ twenty.”

Mr., OVERMAN, The words “or reeds” are in the para-
graph now. What is the change?

Mr. LODGE and others. No.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is in line 19, after the word “cane” to
insert “ or reeds.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The SecrerarY. In lines 23 and 24, strike out “ forty-five”
and insert “ forty.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there other amendments to
this paragraph?

Mr. ALDRICH. No.

Mr, TALTAFERRO.
been passed over?

The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the first reading it was. With-
out objection, paragraph 208 as amended is agreed to. No
objection is heard.

Mr., SCOTT. I wish to ask the chairman a question. If I
recollect aright, I have a promise out from him. I refer to
paragraph 199, in reference to brier root, where I am trying to
get in my laurel root, of which to make pipes.

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator has a right to go back
to that whenever he feels like. However, I will ask that the
amendment which I send up be considered.

The Secrerary. In paragraph 210, page 72, line 3, after the
word “ blinds,” insert “ baskets.”

The amendment was agreed to.

In

I wish to ask if paragraph 207 has not
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The SECRETARY. In line 5——

Mr. SCOTT. I will now offer my amendment to paragraph
199, by consent.

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee will take it up later.

Mr. SCOTT. 1 always get that.

The SEcrReTArY. In line b5, strike out the words “natural or
raw ;' and in lines 5, 6, and 7, strike out the words “ if stained,
dyed, painted, printed, pelished, grained, or creosoted, 40 per
cent ad valorem.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The paragraph as amended was agreed to.

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out paragraph 212. T call
the attention of the Senator from Minnesota to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to. .

Mr. SCOTT. Now, will the Senator allow me to offer an
amendment to paragraph 199, on page 707

Mr. ALDRICH. Not the amendment which he suggested,
because the committee will take it up and consider it; but if he
has another, I will be very glad to have him offer it.

In paragraph 260 I offer an amendment which makes some
modifications both in rates and in language. The Senator from
Kansas [Mr. Curris] is interested in this amendment, and I ask
him tq give attention to it while it is being read.

The SECERETARY. In lieu of paragraph 260, as printed in the
bill, it is proposed to insert:

260. Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleb or
Mazzard cherry, Manetti multifiora and briar rose, 3 years old or less,
$1 per thousand plants; stocks, cuttings, or seediinfa of pear, appl?
quince, and the S]% Jullen plum, and evergreen seedlings, 3 years ol
or less, §2 per thousand planis; rose %I&nts, budded, ﬁrattec'. or grown
on their own roots, 4 cents each; stocks, enttings, and seedlings of all
fruit and ornamental trees, deciduous and everTreen, shrubs de vineth
and all trees, shrubs, plants, and vines commonly known as * nursery
or “ greenhouse " stock, not specially provided for in this section, 25 per
cent ad valorem.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not understand this para-
graph. After we pass line 15 there are duties imposed upon
general classes of plants, and I presume there is a good reason
for the special duties upon those found in lines 10, 11, 12, 13,
14, and 15. But it seems there are certain particular varieties
of plum trees and cherry trees which are selected for this duty.
As to pear, apple, and quince, they are general, and as fo all
other classes they seem to be general. But there is no duty on
plum trees generally. There are, however, two or three kinds of
plum trees selected, and upon them a duty is placed. I sup-
pose it is quite a trivial matter. Still it is something out of the
ordinary, to my mind. I have no doubt there is an explanation
for it, and I should be very glad if the Senator would give it.

Mr. ALDRICH. The designations which the Senator alludes
to are the present law and have been for some time, There are
some few designations of important plum trees or trees of vari-
ous kinds that are new, and it is thought best by the people
interested—

Mr. BACON. I can not hear the Senator to save my life, I
beg his pardon.

Mr. ALDRICH. The men who are interested in nurseries
have asked the committee o make these changes, to designate
certain trees and shrubs and plants which are not designated in
the paragraph as it stands.

So far as the rates are concerned, I think they are withont
exception reductions. The Senator from Kansas can give us
some information on the subject.

Mr. BACON. I do not know that I made myself entirely
clear to the Senator. I am not objecting to the rate, although
it may be high. I do not know. I have not examined it.

The only fact that struck me was that whereas as to other
plants the imposition of a duty is general, when you come to
plum trees the amendment picks out two or three particular
classes of plum trees. If it said plum trees, just as it says
pear and quince trees, I would not ask any questions. But my
curiosity was excited to know what there was in this particular
variety of plum trees which entitled them to a duty when the
other plum trees did not have a duty imposed.

Mr. ALDRICH. They are 3-year old trees; rare trees; that
is all. .

Mr. BACON. If they are rare, that is the very reason why
they should come in free, instead of being selected to pay a
duty. Although of course I know that the committee has had
no such desire, it looks very much to me as though some of
these horticulturists or those interested in fruit trees must have
a particular interest in a particular kind of plum tree. I can
not imagine anything else. If there is any other good reason,
I will be very willing to accept it.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President——

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Kansas?

Mr. BACON. I do.

Mr. CURTIS, This amendment was suggested by the Ameri-
can Association of Nurserymen. Its object is to change from
the mixed specific and ad valorem duty of the Dingley law to a
specific duty. I do not know why certain plum trees are named,
unless the nurserymen desire protection against the importation
of those varieties.

Mr. BACON. I should like to know from the Senator whether
there is any reason why these plum frees should have a pro-
tective duty other than plum trees generally? Why not have
all plum trees included, unless it be that there is some par-
ticular interest in that kind of a tree.

Mr. CURTIS. I regret not to be able to give the Senator the
information he desires.

Mr. BACON. I do not think there is any doubt about the
fact—of course I am not going to offer any amendment—that
mebody has got a special job in this particular class of plum

Mr. GALLINGER. It may be a political plum tree.

Mr. BACON. Possibly. They seem to be given out here with
a good deal of freedom and very much partiality.

Mr. CURTIS. No, Mr. President, in all seriousness, so far
as plum trees are concerned, I have not the data. I proposed
the amendment at the request of the nurserymen’s association.
The data furnished me was turned over to the Senator from
Pennsylvania. I notice that these plum trees were specifically
named.in the Dingley law.

Mr, ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment may be agreed to.

Mr. BACON. Without——

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Georgia was only a
farmer, he would not be obliged to ask all these questions,

Mr. BACON. It is because I am one and live on a farm that
I am interested in this matter.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing——

Mr. BACON. But I confess that my curiosity has not been
gratified, and I am still left to a surmise—a surmise which I
think is very well founded—that somebody has a monopoly of
this particular kind of plum trees.

Mr. ALDRICH. When the Senator from Pennsylvania re-
turns to the city I will see that he informs the Senator from
Georgia in regard to this matter.

Mr. BACON. In the meantime does the Senator propose that
the amendment shall be adopted by the Senate?

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes.

Mr. BACON. Very well

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the amendment be again read.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary
will, at the request of the Senator from Virginia, again report
the amendment.

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out paragraph 260,
on page 80, and insert in lieu thereof the following:

260. Stocks, cuttings, or seedlings of Myrobolan plum, Mahaleb or
Mazzard cherry, Manettl multifiora, and briar rose, 3 years old or less,
$1 per thousand plants; stocks, euttings, or seedlings of pear, apple,
quince, and the St. Julien plum, and evergreen seedlings, 3 years oll:ipor
less, $2 per thousand plants; rose plants, budded, grafted. or grown on

. their own roots, 4 cents each: stocks, ecuttings, and seedlings of all

froit and ornamental trees, deciduous and evergreen, shrubs and vines
of all trees, shrubs, plants, and vines commonly known as “ nursery "
or “ greenhouse " stock, not speclally provided for in this section, 25
per cent ad valorem.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr. NELSON. I find that duty on this variety of plum trees
and cherry trees here described is increased from 50 cents, un-
der the Dingley law, to $1, an increase of 100 per cent. That
bothers me more than the characteristic of the plum tree. .I
should like to hear an explanation why the duty is doubled in
this case.

Mr. ALDRICH. As long as the agriculturist of the commit-
tee, the Senator from Pennsylvania, is absent, I will let this go
over until to-morrow,

What is the plum the Senator refers to? The rate under the
Dingley law is practically the same as it is here.

Mr. NELSON. No: under the first bracket it is 50 cents,

Mr. ALDRICH. Three years old or less, 50 cents per thou-
sand plants and 15 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. NELSON. It is 50 cents a thousand and 15 per cent
under the Dingley law.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not doubling the duty. The present
duty is 50 cents and 15 per cent ad valorem, which may be more
or less than a dollar.

Mr. NELSON. But you now have it $1 and 15 per cent ad
valorem.

Mr. ALDRICH. Noj; a dollar without the 15 per cent. It is
impossible to say at this moment whether it is an increase or a
decrease, It certainly is not doubling the rate,




3324

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JUNE 15,

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I can contribute an item of in-
formation, although I do not want to be asked any questions,
I have had many communications from nurserymen on the sub-
ject of this paragraph. BSome of them are gentlemen of very
high character, people from whom I have been buying nursery
stock for many years and whom I know very well

Mr. BACON. Without asking the Senator a question——

Mr. ROOT. I hope the Senator will not——

Mr. BACON. I am not going to ask a question. I just want
to observe the number of farmers there are in this body.

Mr. ROOT. I hope the Senator will respect my request. The
effect of the communications was that it would contribute
greatly to the convenience both of the nurserymen raising this
stock in this country and the importer if the compound duty
could be changed to a simple specific duty by count. Elwanger
& Barry and other great nurserymen have been writing to me
on that subject, and their letters contain statements based upon
evidence that this specific duty would be the equivalent of the
15 per cent ad valorem. This duty has been placed at the
equivalent of the old duty. On the basis of this testimony,
which I think is as good evidence as it is possible to get, the
duty ‘which is reported in this amendment will be the exact
equivalent of the compound duty as it exists in the Payne bill.

Mr. BURKETT. I will say to the Senator that if he will
look at the imports, on the wvaluation there, the highest of
which it seems last year was $2.74, 15 per cent would be about
31 or 82 cents. Added to the 50 cents, it would make it 82
cents. The importations in 1906 were $1.58 on the average.

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator, with all his accomplishments,
is not a mathematician. Fifteen per cent of $2.74 is a good
deal more than 30 cents.

Mr. BURKETT. It is somewhere between 30 and 40.

Mr. ALDRICH. It is 42 or 43 cents, and 50 cents and 41 or
42 cents would make 91 or 92 cents in place of a dollar. It
shows that the statement of the Senator from New York is
approximately correct—that these new rates are approximately
the old ones.

Mr. BURKETT. That is the highest rate. The year before
it was $1.58. The valuation varies a good deal.

Mr. BACON. I understood the Senator from Rhode Island
to say the matter was to go over for the purpose—

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that it may be agreed to and then
£0 over.

Mr. BACON. I hope that before this important matter is dis-
posed of we will know why it is that two classes of plum trees
and one kind of cherry tree are picked out for this particular
duty.

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment may be agreed to.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment was agreed to.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. ALDRICH. Several Senators desire an executive ses-
sion. Therefore I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
gideration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
congideration of executive business. After three minutes spent
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 7 o'clock
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June
16, 1909, at 10 o'clock a. m. :

NOMINATIONS.
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 15, 1909.
. CorrLEcTORS OF CUSTOMS.

Lawrence Bailliere, of Maryland, to be collector of customs
for the district of Annapolis, in the State of Maryland. (Re-
appointment.) .

Orlando V. Hurt, of Oregon, to be collector of customs for the
district of Yaquina, in the State of Oregon, in place of Charles
B. Crosno, whose term of service expired by limitation January
26, 1909.

COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFFAIRS.

Robert G. Valentine, of Holliston, Mass. (now Assistant Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs), to be Commissioner of Indian
Affairs, vice Francis E. Leupp, resigned.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,
ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT.

Lieut, Col. Lawrence L. Bruff, Ordnance Department, to be
eolonel from June 13, 1909, vice Col. Frank Heath, retired from
active service on that date.

Maj. Charles B. Wheeler, Ordnance Department, to be Iieu-
tenant-colonel from June 13, 1909, vice Lieut. Col. Lawrence L.
Bruff, promoted.

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY.
CHAPLAIN,

Rev. Marinius Martin Londahl, of Minnesota, to be chaplain
with the rank of first lieutenant from June 2, 1809, vice Patrick
P. Carey, Coast Artillery Corps, who was retired from active
service on December 2, 1908.

PoOSTMASTERS,
CONNECTICUT.

Leonard H. Forbes to be postmaster at Burnside, Conn,

Office becomes presidential July 1, 1909.
HAWAIL

Arthur Waal to be postmaster at Lahaina, Hawaii, in place

ggogrthnr Waal. Incombent’'s commission expired January 12,
ILLINOIS,

Moses C. Smith to be postmaster at Newman, IlL, in place of
Charles Q. Whallon. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 12, 1908.

IDAHO.

Orin H. Barber to be postmaster at American Falls, Idaho.
Office becomes presidential July 1, 1909. .

John T. Witty to be postmaster at Shoshone, Idaho, in place
of Henry A. Brown, resigned.

’ INDIANA. -

Samuel E. Nicoles to be postmaster at Medaryville, Ind.

Office became presidential January 1, 1909.

MICHIGAN.

Gilbert H. Hudson to be postmaster at Bloomingdale, Mich,

Office becomes presidential July 1, 1909,
NEW JERSEY.

Ralph M. Collins to be postmaster at Barnegat, N. J. Office
becomes presidential July 1, 1909,

Morris Davis to be postmaster at Bridgeton, N. J., in place
of Henry Graham. Incumbent’s commission expired January
20, 1909,

NEW YORK.

Charles J. Quick to be postmaster at Lestershire, N. Y., in
place of William H. Hill, resigned.

OELAHOMA.

James B. Miller to-be postmaster at Fort Gibson, Okla., in
place of Hubbard Ross. Incumbent’'s commission expired Janu-

ary 25, 1908.
PENNSYLVANIA.

R. K. Godding to be postmaster at Kane, Pa., in place of
Lucius Rogers, deceased.

C. Penrose Hipple to be postmaster at Marietta, Pa., in place
of Daniel G. Engle. Ineumbent’s commission expired April 27,
1908,

Jerome B. Lahr to be postmaster at Millerstown, Pa. Office
becomes presidential July 1, 1909.

SOUTH DAKOTA.

Albert H. J. George to be postmaster at White Lake, 8. Dak.
Office became presidential July 1, 1907,

TENNESSEE.

William F. Littleton to be postmaster at Kingston, Tenn.,
in place of Gillis T. Johnston, removed.

Elisha Thomas MecKinney to be postmaster at Harriman,
Tenn., in place of Reuben Hurtt, removed.

Frank J. Nunn to be postmaster at Brownsville, Tenn., in
place of Giles Rives, resigned.

Charles Shelley Wortham fo be postmaster at Tullahoma,
Tenn., in place of Abe L. Davidson, resigned.

CONFIRMATIONS,
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 15, 1909.
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the navy:
Richard 8. Galloway,
Clarence N. Hineamp,
Edgar A. Ewing,

Riley F. MeConnell,
Joseph W. Jewell,
Ralph R. Stewart,
Robert L. Montgomery,
Charles E. Hovey,
Ralph C. Parker,

Hzra G. Allen,
Emanuel A, Lofquist,
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Jere II. Brooks,

Henry C. Gearing, jr.,
Elmer W. Tod,
Thaddeus A. Thomson, jr.,
Virginius E. Clark,
George W. Simpson,
Reuben R. Smith,
Homer H. Norton,
Alfred H. Miles,
Reginald E. Gillmor,
Carl C. Krakow,

James Parker, jr.,
Charles F. Pousland,
John F. Cox,

Grattan C. Dichman,
Harry A. MecClure,
Louis J. Gulliver,
Cortlandt C. Baughman,
Richard B. Coffman,
Jonas H. Ingram,
Emory F. Clement,
Robert F. Gross,
Patrick N. L. Bellinger,
William T. Mallison,
Philip O. Griffiths,
Newton H. White, jr.,
Burton A. Strait,
Herbert A. Jones,
Samuel A. Clement, and
Richard F. Bernard.
First Lieut. William E. Smith to be a captain in the Marine

Corps. -
The following-named machinists to be chief machinists in the
navy:
~ James H. Morrison,
Edward A. Manck,
Thomas O’Donnell,
Arthur Cottrell,
Kellum D. Grant, and
Ellwood W. Andrews.

WITHDRAWAL.

Executive nomination withdrawn from the Senate June 15, 1909.

G. L. Hamrick to be postmaster at Tuttle, in the State of
Oklahoma.

SENATE.
WebNEspAY, June 16, 1909.

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m.

Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D., of the city of
Washington.

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. JONES. I present a letter from the secretary of the
transportation bureau of the Seattle Chamber of Commerce, of
Washington, together with a series of resolutions, relative to
the valuation of railroad properties in the United States. I
ask that the letter and accompanying resolutions be printed in
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Interstate Com-
merce.

There being no objection, the letter and accompanying reso-
lutions were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

TRANSPORTATION BUREAU OF THB

BEATTLE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
Seattle, Wash., June 11, 1909.
Hon. WEsSLEY L. JONES,

United Statecs Se‘natc Washington, D. O.

Drar Sir: Herewith copy of set of resolutions passed by the trans-

rtatltgn bureau of the Seattle Chamber of Commerce at thelr meeting

une .

You wlll note we request you to give your support to a bill making
necessary appropriation to enable the Interstate Commerce Commission
to have valuations made on all rallroad properties in the United States.

The writer has had personal experience as to the ony Intro-
duced by the railroads in such matters, having been one of the wit-
neésses In both of the SBpokane cases, and having heard the testimony
(In the last hearing of the Spokane case in Portland, Oreg., in the
?rmz of 1907) of the engineers of the Northern Pacific end Great

rthern railways, wherein they placed the valmtlon on their lines
between four and five hundred mullon dolhu-u or each road. This tes-
timony was so manifestly colored tha g it defeated the object.
Nevertheless, it has been found practlcally possible to get reliable
data as to the original cost of the Northern Pacific or Great Northern
ra%lwa.f, or the cost of reproducing same upon the present scale of
prices.

The question of what is a just and reasonable rate can never be settled
until some authoritative body has appraised rallroad properties and it

becomes definitely known what revenue they should receive in order to
recompense the stockholders on & reasonable basis.

Trgﬁtl.lns that ycn will vote for and use every effort possible to have
Yours, tn‘ll:r, W. A, -Mears, Manager.

Whereas the United States Supreme Court has held that in deter-
mining a reasonable rate for freight and passengers, the tribunal be-
fore w the case is tried must consider the cost of reproduction of
the trnnspormtlon line involved ;

Whereas on the hearing of various eases before the Interstate Com-
merce Commission the rallroad companies have submitted evidence
that seems not to be govemed by a.ctna.l statistics, but by the individual
oplnion of the person testifyl n%m
Dot Taat 1 is Erently cxaareratod &5 o the amount, and ls apparently

exaggerated as amoun apparently
put at as high a fi as possible, the method of producing such re-
sults appearing ﬁ';' arbitrary ; and

Whereas the nrormation as to the cost of such roads lies wholly
within the knowledge of the rallroad companies, and it is manifestly
impossible for an Individual litigant to secure even an approximate es-
timate of the cost of rafbulldtns a railroad ; and

Whereas no sa tory knowledge u on’ this subject can be obtalned
until publie a.uthoritlea make 8 detalled valuation upon a uniform

basis ; and
Whereas the Interstate Commerce Commission now has authority to
make such valuatltm, but has not the necessary money to have such

valuations ow therefore be it
Resolved by the transp bureau of the Eeatile Chamber of
Commerce

Wwe urge upon ougress of the United States to grant
the necessary appropriation to enable the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission to have such valuations made as soon as possible.

Second. That we y request and urge upon our Senators
and Members of Gongreu to support such appropriation and aid in
every legitimate way in securing prompt enactment of legislation to this

Mr. DICK presented a petition of 49 members of Typograph-
feal Union No. 117, of Springfield, Ohio, praying that the change
proposed by the Senate Finance Committee relative to the duty
on print paper and wood pulp be accepted and approved, which
was ordered to lie on the table.

AMr. DEPEW presented memorials of sundry eitizens of New
York, remonstrating against any reduction in the duty from
the Dingley rates on news print paper and wood pulp, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New York,
praying that a higher duty be placed on steel rails than proposed
in the pending tariff bill, which were ordered to lie on the table.

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. HALE:

A bill (8. 2621) granting an increase of pension to Don Car-
los Sinclair (with the accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 2622) granting an increase of pension to Winfield 8.
Robinson (with the accompanying papers); to the Committee
on Pensions.

By Mr. BOURNE:

A bill (8. 2623) to provide for the disposal of lands chiefly
valunable for oil; to the Committee on Public Lands.

A bill (8. 2624) granting a pension to Jane Jameson (with
the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

THE LEATHERE AND SHOE INDUSTRY.

On motion of Mr. Dick, it was
Ordered, That 5,000 copies of Senate Document No. 72, 8i
Congress, first session, entitled “ Shall Hides Be Free?" be print
THE TARIFF.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, and
the first bill on the calendar will be proceeded with.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and
for other purposes.

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President——

Mr. PAYNTER. I desire to call attention to the fact that
there is not a quorum of the Senate present.

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Apparently. The Secretary will
call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:

-first

Clay Ollver
Borah Crane gﬁl‘!mger
DBrandegee Crawford Gamble Paynter
Briggs Cullom Hale rkins
Bristow Cu Hughes Scott
Brown Curtis Johnson, N, Dak. Simmons
Bulkele; Davls Jones Bmoot
Burket Dick Kean Stone
Burnham Dillingham La Follette Sutherland
Burrows Dolliver McCumber Tillman
Burton Elkins McLaurin Warner
Carter Filetcher Martin
Chamberlain Flint Nelson
Clark, Wyo. Foster Nixon
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